
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE11380 June 21, 2001 
If Members will remember, last year 

over 300 House Members voted for 
CARA, which would have been a 15- 
year $3 billion program. I offered an 
amendment with the gentleman from 
Wisconsin (Mr. OBEY) that was accept-
ed by the majority that would keep 
this within the purview of the Com-
mittee on Appropriations, and to cre-
ate a trust fund to make sure that 
these important programs were funded. 
The majority is working with the mi-
nority. We have funded it in the Inte-
rior bill, and we hope it will be also 
funded in the State, Justice, and Com-
merce bill. 

I agree with the gentlewoman from 
New York (Ms. SLAUGHTER) that we 
would have hoped that the Committee 
on Rules might have helped us on a 
couple of these amendments, but I 
want to say to my colleagues, we are 
going to offer an amendment to in-
crease funding for the cultural institu-
tions, $10 million for the National En-
dowment for the Arts, $3 million for 
the National Endowment for the Hu-
manities, and $2 million for museum 
services. 

We are taking the money out of ad-
ministrative expenses. I am confident 
that if the amendment is approved, we 
will be able to protect that in con-
ference. So I am enthusiastically sup-
porting this bill. I think we should 
move ahead and pass the rule on a 
voice vote and get to the bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support of the 
rule providing for consideration of the Fiscal 
Year 2002 Appropriations bill for the Depart-
ment of Interior and Related Agencies, despite 
a denied request to make two amendments in 
order that were proposed yesterday to the 
Committee on Rules. 

The Minority has been consulted throughout 
the process of developing this legislation and 
we believe our views are reflected in many as-
pects of the bill. While we do not agree with 
every recommendation and continue to work 
for improvements in several areas, in balance 
we believe that this Interior bill is one which 
Members from both parties can support. 

The Minority is particularly pleased with the 
recommendation for funding of the new Con-
servation Trust Fund created last year. By in-
cluding the full $1,320 million authorized for 
conservation, Congress has kept faith with last 
year’s commitment to significantly expand 
funding for land acquisition, wildlife protection 
and other preservation and conservation pro-
grams. We are also pleased by the Commit-
tee’s inclusion of a $120 million increase for 
weatherization and State energy programs to 
insulate homes, schools and hospitals. These 
funds are critical to low income families. 

We applaud the Committee’s decision to re-
store many of the unwise cuts proposed by 
the President in a number of critical areas. 
This includes approximately $300 million to 
the Energy Conservation and Fossil Energy 
research accounts. These funds can signifi-
cantly ameliorate the energy crisis identified in 
the President’s National Energy Policy. It 
made no sense to cut these programs when 
current gasoline prices and electricity prob-

lems remind us daily of the need for energy 
conservation and alternative energy programs. 

Although the Committee did not make in 
order the amendment proposed yesterday, 
Congresswoman SLAUGHTER and I plan to 
offer a new amendment today to increase 
funding for our cultural agencies. The amend-
ment would provide $10 million for the Na-
tional Endowment for the Arts, $3 million for 
the National Endowment for the Humanities, 
and $2 million for the Institute for Museum and 
Library Services offset by small reductions in 
administrative costs at the Department of the 
Interior and the Department of Agriculture. We 
had originally planned to offset these amounts 
through a deferral of excess clean coal funds 
as we did last year. Unfortunately the Rules 
Committee did not waive the rule to allow this. 
Instead this amendment makes a very small 
reduction of less than .3 percent in administra-
tive costs. 

Mr. Speaker, I support the rule protecting 
the bill as reported. It is a clean bill which I in-
tend to support. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I 
have no further requests for time, and 
I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield back the balance of 
my time, and I move the previous ques-
tion on the resolution. 

The previous question was ordered. 
The resolution was agreed to. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
f 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. SKEEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that all Members may 
have 5 legislative days within which to 
revise and extend their remarks on 
H.R. 2217, and that I may include tab-
ular and extraneous material. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
LAHOOD). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from New Mex-
ico? 

There was no objection. 
f 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
AND RELATED AGENCIES APPRO-
PRIATIONS ACT, 2002 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 174 and rule 
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in 
the Committee of the Whole House on 
the State of the Union for the consider-
ation of the bill, H.R. 2217. 

The Chair designates the gentleman 
from Ohio (Mr. LATOURETTE) as chair-
man of the Committee of the Whole, 
and requests the gentleman from Geor-
gia (Mr. ISAKSON) to assume the chair 
temporarily. 
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IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 

Accordingly, the House resolved 
itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the State of the Union for the 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 2217) 
making appropriations for the Depart-
ment of the Interior and related agen-

cies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2002, and for other purposes. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The CHAIRMAN pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to the rule, the bill is considered as 
having been read the first time. 

Under the rule, the gentleman from 
New Mexico (Mr. SKEEN) and the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr. DICKS) 
each will control 30 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from New Mexico (Mr. SKEEN). 

Mr. SKEEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, the Interior bill that 
was reported out of the committee pro-
vides a total of $18.9 billion, $86 million 
above fiscal year 2001. The increase is 
less than one-half of 1 percent above 
2001. 

I want to say a few things about this 
bill. This is a good, bipartisan bill. The 
committee members worked to put to-
gether a good bill for this Congress, 
and this is a good bill for our States 
and counties and our programs, with 
money that will help States, counties, 
and cities to solve their problems. 

This is a good bill for our parks. The 
bill fulfills President Bush’s commit-
ment to our parks, and continues ef-
forts of my good friend and former 
chairman of the committee, the gen-
tleman from Ohio, Mr. Regula, to the 
parks. 

This is a good bill for wildlife stock 
and endangered species. There is 
money for President Bush’s landowner 
incentive program, there is money for 
critters in this bill. This is a good bill 
for Indian schools and Indian medical 
facilities. New hospitals, new clinics, 
and new schools are funded in this bill. 
This is a good bill for weatherization 
programs across the Nation. 

Mr. Chairman, this is a good and re-
sponsible bill in responding to our Na-
tion’s wildfire needs. This is a great 
bill for those who want to save and 
bring back the Everglades. This is a 
good bill for needed energy research. 

This bill is also a good bill for those 
who want to limit the riders on appro-
priation bills, and this is a good bill for 
Members who want to pass a non-
controversial bill. Yes, this is basically 
an Interior bill free from the normal 
controversies. 

I just want to add a few more things. 
This bill is $791 million above the 
President’s request, but only $86 mil-
lion above this year’s budget. This in-
crease is easy to explain. We have put 
back $164 million for critical wildfire 
needs. We put back $87 million in cuts 
for the U.S. Geological Survey. We put 
back $15 million for the payment in 
lieu of taxes, known as PILT, the PILT 
program that goes to our counties. We 
have put back $294 million to restore 
energy research programs requested by 
over 200 Members in the House. 

We put in $64 million in the conserva-
tion category to fulfill the promises we 
made in last year’s appropriation bill. 
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We put in a $50 million increase for In-
dian hospitals and clinics, and con-
struction and maintenance needs. 

I want to take a minute to express 
my sincere and lasting thanks to the 
ranking member of the full committee, 
the gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr. 
OBEY), for his help on this bill, and the 
help of the ranking subcommittee 
member, my good friend, the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr. DICKS). 
They have all worked with me boldly 
and in the spirit of bipartisan coopera-
tion. 

I thank their staff also, especially 
Mike Stephens and Leslie Turner, who 
spent countless hours with the major-
ity’s staff working out problems. 

I thank, Mr. Chairman, the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. YOUNG), for 
his support in the first year of my 
chairmanship of this committee. 

I also want to thank the majority 
staff, who have stepped up to help me 
during this transition period as a new 
chairman. Deborah Weatherly, Loretta 
Beaumont, Joel Kaplan, Chris Topik, 
Casey Stealer, and Andria Oliver have 

all chipped in to help me through this 
first year. Also to Jim Hughes, from 
my personal staff, a special thanks. 
Their knowledge and ability to work 
with both sides of the aisle and their 
professionalism is a credit to the House 
of Representatives. 

Mr. Chairman, I include for the 
RECORD a table detailing the various 
accounts in the bill. 

The table referred to is as follows: 
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Mr. SKEEN. Mr. Chairman, I reserve 

the balance of my time. 
Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Chairman, first of all, I want to 

congratulate our new chairman, the 
gentleman from New Mexico (Mr. 
SKEEN), on his first bill. He has done an 
outstanding job. As he has suggested, 
there has been real collaboration be-
tween the majority and minority, both 
the Members and the staff. 

I want to applaud the staff members 
of the Committee, both the majority 
and minority, particularly Debbie 
Weatherly and Mike Stephens and Les-
ley Turner on my staff. They have 
worked very hard on this bill, and I 
think it is an extraordinary bill. 

I rise in support of the FY 02 Interior 
appropriations act. I congratulate 
again the staff for producing a bill that 
I think we all can support. The sub-
committee bill represents a significant 
improvement over the President’s 
budget request. Most of the cuts have 
been restored, and a few very impor-
tant programs received small in-
creases. 

I want to also compliment our major-
ity on the cooperative way the bill was 
crafted. The minority, as I suggested, 
was consulted extensively, and the ma-
jority went to great lengths to see that 
most of our concerns were addressed 
throughout the process. 

The most important thing to me in 
this bill, and to many of my colleagues, 
is the commitment to the Conservation 
Trust Fund which was negotiated last 
year. Under the agreement, conserva-
tion spending was nearly doubled in fis-
cal year 2001 and would gradually in-
crease to fiscal year 2006. This year 
contains the full $1.32 billion called for 
under the agreement, but is not a new 
entitlement. This funding structure en-
ables the committee to prioritize spe-
cific conservation programs, such as 
land acquisition, endangered species 
recovery, historic preservation, as well 
as provide grants to States for con-
servation activities and urban recre-
ation. 

This agreement was a careful com-
promise last year during the final ne-
gotiation on this bill when it became 
apparent that the CARA legislation, 
which created mandatory spending, 
was not going to pass the Congress. 
The conservation spending category is 
a victory for the country. 

I am extremely pleased that this bill 
fully honors our commitment on a bi-
partisan basis. While I plan to support 
the bill today, I do plan to support an 
amendment that would increase fund-
ing to both the National Endowment 
for the Arts and the National Endow-
ment for the Humanities, and would 
also give a small increase of funding 
for the Institute for Museum and Li-
brary Services. 

The chairman should be commended 
for his efforts to restore nearly all the 

cuts to energy research and conserva-
tion programs that were proposed by 
the President. These cuts were unwise, 
especially given the current energy sit-
uation we are facing out West. My 
State of Washington has seen the im-
pacts of this energy crisis firsthand, 
and many more States are next. 

If the President is as concerned as his 
public statements suggest, he would 
welcome this committee’s increase in 
these critical areas. 

Aside from some specific program 
levels, this is a very good bill. The 
total in the chairman’s mark is $18.941 
million. This is $814 million over the 
President’s request, and essentially the 
same level as 2001. 
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After adjusting for one-time fire 
money in 2001, however, the bill pro-
vides an increase over the current year 
of $803 million or 5 percent. This is on 
top of a 15 percent increase last year 
for nonfire programs. 

There is a $60 million increase for 
Stateside Land and Water Conserva-
tion Fund grants as well as $60 million 
included for the President’s two new 
private landowner incentive programs, 
taking that up to about $150 million. 
This is one of the President’s impor-
tant programs. 

We also funded two new private land-
owner incentive programs proposed by 
the administration. 

Both of the President’s two highest 
priorities in the Department of Energy, 
the weatherization program, an in-
crease of $120 million, and the Clean 
Coal Initiative, an increase of $150 mil-
lion, were provided. This bill also 
rightly continues the National Park’s 
Services’ Save America’s Treasures 
program. This program, started by 
Mrs. CLINTON during the last adminis-
tration, has been a success, and has 
helped restore many historic struc-
tures. 

I am also pleased that the bill does 
not contain any objectionable riders 
like the ones that have threatened the 
bill in past years. 

Again, I compliment the gentleman 
from New Mexico (Mr. SKEEN) on his 
first Interior bill. It is a pleasure to 
work with him and his staff, and I look 
forward to passing this bill today 
which I think we can all support. 

Mr. Chairman, I see that the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. YOUNG), the 
chairman of the Committee on Appro-
priations, is here, and the gentleman 
from Wisconsin (Mr. OBEY); and I want 
to thank them for their help in helping 
us move this bill forward. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. SKEEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Florida 
(Mr. YOUNG), the chairman of the Com-
mittee on Appropriations. 

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Chair-
man, I want to take a couple of min-

utes, and I do not want to delay the 
consideration of this bill, but I want to 
advise the Members of the good work 
that was done by the gentleman from 
New Mexico (Mr. SKEEN), the chairman 
of the subcommittee. 

This was a new assignment for the 
gentleman because of our term limit 
situation in the House. He did a really 
outstanding job, and he had a great 
partner in the gentleman from Wash-
ington (Mr. DICKS), the ranking mem-
ber of the subcommittee. They worked 
closely together. They shared informa-
tion all of the way through the process. 

The gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr. 
OBEY) can speak for himself, but I 
think we were both pleased when we 
attended the subcommittee markup 
and saw what a good bipartisan bill 
this was. 

Mr. Chairman, I urge the Members to 
help us expedite the consideration of 
this bill today. It is a good bill. There 
will be some debate and discussion on a 
few issues that might stir up some con-
troversy but, all in all, it is a good bill. 
It is a very good bipartisan bill, and 
the gentleman from New Mexico and 
the gentleman from Washington are to 
be congratulated for the work that 
they have done. 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
such time as he may consume to the 
gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr. OBEY). 

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Chairman, I still am 
experiencing some laryngitis, but I 
want to take a moment to comment on 
this bill. 

It is certainly not a perfect bill. And 
I believe it needs more funding for both 
arts and energy research and several 
other programs, but I intend to vote 
for it. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to congratu-
late the gentleman from New Mexico 
(Mr. SKEEN) and his staff for handling 
this bill in the way in which every ap-
propriation bill ought to be handled. 
Information was made fully available 
to the minority, and strong efforts 
were made to work out virtually all 
differences on the bill. In contrast to 
nominal bipartisanship, this was a 
truly bipartisan approach. I think it 
needs to be recognized in this House 
when that happens because it does not 
happen nearly enough, as evidenced by 
the many bills which come to the floor 
in a state of high controversy. 

Let me also congratulate the com-
mittee for adhering to an agreement 
made last year when the gentleman 
from Ohio (Mr. REGULA) was chairman. 

As Members will recall, a number of 
groups wanted us to pass a new entitle-
ment for land acquisition called CARA. 
I strongly favor added funding for land 
acquisition, but I could see no reason 
why we should create an additional en-
titlement which made land acquisition 
a higher priority than education or 
health care, for instance. Those are my 
top priorities. 

So the gentleman from Washington 
(Mr. DICKS) and I worked out with the 

VerDate Aug 04 2004 01:18 Mar 24, 2005 Jkt 089102 PO 00000 Frm 00010 Fmt 0688 Sfmt 0634 E:\BR01\H21JN1.000 H21JN1



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE11388 June 21, 2001 
gentleman from Ohio (Mr. REGULA) and 
with the other body on a new agree-
ment under which we essentially dou-
bled conservation funding for a 6-year 
period, raising what would have been a 
spending level of about $6 billion over 
that period to about $12 billion as part 
of that agreement. We agreed that 
there would be a $120 million annual 
ratcheting up of the total amount in 
the portion of the bill under the juris-
diction of this subcommittee. 

That was our way of demonstrating 
that we could make land acquisition a 
very high priority, make these con-
servation items a very high priority 
without abusing the budget process by 
creating another entitlement. 

Mr. Chairman, I think the committee 
was extremely wise in rejecting the 
White House’s efforts to change that 
agreement. We have found the middle 
ground. We have found common ground 
on this issue; and if we stick together, 
we can accomplish a good and noble 
public purpose without abusing the 
processes of this Congress. I would 
hope that as this bill moves through 
the process, it retains the spirit of this 
agreement. 

I appreciate very much the fact that 
the committee rejected some of the 
funding reductions that the White 
House proposed in parts of these pro-
grams and returned to the agreement 
that was reached last year because 
that can be sustained, in my view, over 
a long period of time. 

I would also like to enter into a col-
loquy with the gentleman from New 
Mexico (Mr. SKEEN), if I could. 

As the gentleman knows, there was 
confusion regarding the Arctic Na-
tional Wildlife Refuge when this mat-
ter came up in committee last week, 
and I believe that confusion has been 
cleared up. 

As I understand it, both the majority 
and the minority agree that this bill 
provides no funding to facilitate seis-
mic studies or other predevelopment 
activities within the Arctic National 
Wildlife Refuge and that there is no au-
thority in law for those purposes. 

Mr. SKEEN. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. OBEY. I yield to the gentleman 
from New Mexico. 

Mr. SKEEN. That is correct. 
Mr. OBEY. I thank the gentleman. 

That is my understanding also. 
As the gentleman knows, concern has 

also been expressed regarding language 
on page 2 of the bill which authorizes 
$2.250 million for the assessment of the 
mineral potential of public lands in 
Alaska pursuant to section 1010 of Pub-
lic Law 96–487, the Alaska National In-
terest Lands Conservation Act. Is it 
the gentleman’s understanding that 
section 1010 provides no authority to 
undertake the activities in the Arctic 
Refuge that we all agree are not in-
tended to be funded by this bill? 

Mr. SKEEN. That is correct. 

Mr. OBEY. That is my interpretation 
as well, but the language of section 
1010 and its cross-reference to section 
1001 are sufficiently convoluted, that it 
has been helpful to make this clarifica-
tion at this time. I appreciate the gen-
tleman making the clarification. I 
think it makes quite clear that there is 
no such authority, and I appreciate the 
gentleman’s comments. 

Mr. SKEEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Wash-
ington (Mr. NETHERCUTT). 

Mr. NETHERCUTT. Mr. Chairman, I 
thank the gentleman for yielding me 
this time. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to stand in sup-
port of this bill. It is a balanced bill. A 
bill which has been worked through 
with the chairman and the gentleman 
from New Mexico (Mr. SKEEN), who has 
done a marvelous job, and my dear 
friend, the gentleman from Washington 
(Mr. DICKS) on the minority side, to try 
to reach a balanced and commonsense 
approach to the management of our 
public lands. This bill speaks to the 
needs of our national treasures in the 
public lands area and certainly speaks 
to the needs of Indian peoples. It has 
an Indian health care measure in it, 
and Indian education assistance. 

It funds appropriately institutions 
like the Smithsonian and our museums 
and arts and humanities and other in-
terests in our country. 

By and large it is a very good bill, 
spending adequate amounts of money 
for adequate resources within the var-
ious agencies that are funded by this 
appropriations measure. 

Mr. Chairman, I thank the staff 
which has worked very hard on both 
sides of the aisle to present a balanced 
bill. This bill went through our sub-
committee in record time because it 
was balanced and bipartisan. It went 
through the full committee in adequate 
and fair time because it was balanced 
and bipartisan. 

There will be amendments today that 
will be presented, as is our process, but 
I would urge Members to reject many 
of those amendments because they 
would upset the delicate balance that 
is in this bill. 

Mr. Chairman, I thank my friends, 
the gentleman from New Mexico (Mr. 
SKEEN) and the gentleman from Wash-
ington (Mr. DICKS), who worked so hard 
to make this a balanced and sensible 
bill. I urge that the leadership’s exam-
ple be followed and that my colleagues 
in the House will support this measure, 
pass it through the House, and move it 
on through the legislative process so it 
can be enacted and it can meet the nat-
ural resources needs of our country. 

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Chairman, I ap-
preciate the Interior Appropriations Committee 
bringing their bill for fiscal year 2002 appro-
priations to the floor for consideration today. 
H.R. 2217 has programs which address many 
of the health, education, lands, law enforce-
ment, conservation and roads needs of Amer-
ican Indians and Alaska Natives. 

I appreciate the Interior Appropriations Com-
mittee’s increase of the Indian Health Service 
(IHS) budget of $3,000,000 over the budget 
request and $124,351,000 above the fiscal 
year 2001 level. This increase is justified and 
will provide much needed additional program 
services to American Indians and Alaska Na-
tives. 

However, I am concerned with language 
that is in both the House bill and Committee 
Report regarding Contract Support Costs 
(CSC) for Indian Health Service (IHS) pro-
grams. While I appreciate the Interior Appro-
priations Committee’s increases in the last few 
years for CSC shortfalls, the current bill con-
tains some provisions harmful to the tribal 
health delivery system. The bill would limit 
IHS’ authority to enter into new and expanded 
contracts which is directly contrary to the fed-
eral policy of Indian self-determination. It 
would also limit payment of the direct costs 
portion of CSC; further, the Committee Report 
appears to advocate for their eventual elimi-
nation. 

In 1999, the House Committee on Re-
sources held several hearings to address the 
shortfalls of CSC and received several rec-
ommendations from the General Accounting 
Office (GAO) to correct and meet the true 
need of CSC. One of GAO’s recommenda-
tions stated that the IHS and the BIA should 
remain consistent with their payment of CSC 
for tribally contracted and compacted run pro-
grams. I agreed with the GAO recommenda-
tion that both programs should be consistent 
with their CSC payments. However, while the 
IHS pays both indirect and direct contract sup-
port costs, the BIA does not pay for any direct 
costs, a policy it (the BIA) now, according to 
its February 24, 1999, testimony before the 
House Committee on Resources, has under 
review. Given the fact that the Indian Self-De-
termination and Education Assistance Act 
(ISDEA) and its regulations provide that CSC 
include direct costs, it is appropriate that the 
BIA review its policy. In fact, the GAO report 
(Indian Self-Determination Act: Shortfalls on 
Indian Contract Support Costs Needs To Be 
Addressed (GAO/RCED–99–150, June 30, 
1999) criticized the BIA for not paying direct 
costs as part of CSC. 

The FY 2002 Interior Appropriations bill 
states: ‘‘no existing self-determination contract, 
grant, self-governance compact or annual 
funding agreement shall receive direct contract 
support costs in excess of the amount re-
ceived in fiscal year 2001 for such 
costs. . . .’’ This language would unfairly pro-
hibit tribes from negotiating an increase in 
their direct costs. 

The Committee Report language appears to 
question the propriety of paying direct CSC, 
indicating that capping direct CSC at the FY 
2001 level would be the beginning of a proc-
ess to eliminate direct CSC payments. Fur-
ther, the report instructs IHS to seek Office of 
Management and Budget (OMB) approval on 
the payment of direct CSC for any new and 
expanded contracts in FY 2002. This violates 
the ISDEA by capping the portion of the direct 
costs portion of CSC payments. The Com-
mittee Report goes even further, suggesting 
that IHS should not pay the direct costs por-
tion of CSC, an amount which is close to 20% 
of CSC and requiring OMB approval of direct 
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costs for new and expanded contracts. The 
ISDEA clearly includes direct costs as a part 
of CSC payments. Elimination of the direct 
costs portion of CSC payments would be dev-
astating to tribal health care providers. We 
need to address this important Interior Appro-
priations issue in the Senate and in con-
ference. Tribal health care providers should 
not be penalized because the IHS and BIA 
have inconsistent CSC payment systems. I 
look forward to working with my colleagues to 
find a reasonable and just resolution to the 
CSC issue for our American Indian and Alaska 
Native constituency. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
in support of H.R. 2217, the Interior Appropria-
tions bill for fiscal year 2002. In this bill, we 
make clear our historic commitment to pro-
tecting and maintaining our nation’s parks and 
wildlife refuges, and to preserving more open 
space. 

Let me start by offering my thanks to Chair-
man SKEEN, ranking member DICKS and the 
Interior Subcommittee staff, specifically Debbie 
Weatherly and Chris Topik, for their hard work 
in putting this important piece of legislation to-
gether and working to satisfy so many de-
mands! 

Overall, this bill provides $1.32 billion for the 
Title VIII Conservation Trust Fund that was es-
tablished in last year’s Interior Appropriations 
bill. As some may remember, last year’s 
agreement created a separate budget cat-
egory to support these efforts. This funding 
will help our states and the Federal govern-
ment to protect and preserve our nation’s for-
ests, fields and wetlands—green spaces that, 
especially those of us from the Northeast 
know only too well, are disappearing much too 
quickly. 

I want to particularly congratulate President 
Bush for fully funding the Land and Water 
Conservation Fund at $900 million in his Fis-
cal Year 2002 Budget Request, a critical com-
ponent of the conservation trust fund. 

This bill maintains and improves our stew-
ardship of America’s greatest natural re-
sources, our national parks and wildlife ref-
uges. Each year, 285 million of our constitu-
ents will visit and enjoy our national parks and 
experience the beauty of over 83 million acres 
of preserved open lands. And it just two years, 
we will celebrate the centennial of our wildlife 
refuges—535 national treasures that exist in 
communities across the country. 

Mr. Chairman, in my home state of New 
Jersey, the most densely populated state in 
the nation, the preservation of open space is 
a top priority. That is why I am especially 
grateful for the support of my colleagues for a 
number of key New Jersey priorities. 

At my request, H.R. 2217 contains contin-
ued funding for the preservation of New Jer-
sey’s Highlands, one of our state’s most 
threatened, and most important watersheds. 
This bill provides critical funding for land pur-
chases within the Highlands; in fact, it is the 
most significant Federal commitments ever to 
preserving this area. 

Equally as important, the bill directs the De-
partment of Interior and Agriculture to work in 
partnership with state and local resources, al-
ready in place, to protect the Highlands. The 
Federal government should be a major partner 
in this preservation effort, as we were when 

Congress successfully preserved Sterling For-
est in the same region. 

This bill also builds on our past successes 
in Congress to expand New Jersey’s national 
parks and wildlife refuges. 

In my own Congressional District, there is 
funding to further expand our nation’s oldest 
historic park, the Morristown National Histor-
ical Park, and to protect a huge collection of 
artifacts and Revolutionary War material re-
lated to George Washington. There is also 
money to allow for additional land purchases 
at the Great Swamp National Wildlife Refuge. 
Our delegation also appreciates your support 
fo the Cape May, E.B. Forsythe and Walkill 
National Wildlife Refuges and the Delaware 
Water Gap National Recreation Park. 

Finally, it is important to note that we meet 
these national priorities, and do so within the 
confines of our budget agreement. 

Mr. Chairman, let there be no doubt about 
it: with passage of this bill, this House is fully 
committed to maintaining and improving our 
nation’s treasured national parks and wildlife 
refuges. 

Mrs. CAPPS. Mr. Chairman, I rise in support 
of some key amendments to the Interior Ap-
propriations bill. 

I am pleased to join my colleague, Rep-
resentative DEFAZIO, in our continued efforts 
to stop the extension of the misguided Rec-
reational Fee Demonstration Program. Last 
year, I was successful in limiting an extension 
to only one year. But the bill before us irre-
sponsibly extends the RFDP for four years. 
And it does it by circumventing the normal 
process for extending Federal programs and 
just tacks the extension on to a ‘‘must-pass’’ 
spending bill. This is irrresponsible and a dis-
service to those of us who would like to find 
alternative and more appropriate ways to sup-
port our National Forests. 

In my district the RFDP is known as the Ad-
venture Pass and it requires my constituents 
to pay just to visit the Los Padres National 
Forest. This is a form of double taxation. We 
already pay taxes to maintain our National 
Parks, Forests and other publicly owned 
lands. We should not have to pay again just 
to see a sunset or have a picnic in our own 
backyard. 

I agree that our parks and forests have a 
backlog of maintenance and need more fund-
ing to address these needs. That’s why I have 
introduced legislation that would end the sub-
sidies to timber companies that reduce funding 
for our National Forests. My bill would end the 
Adventure Pass but ensure that Forest Serv-
ice have enough funding to preserve and pro-
tect these precious lands. 

I am also pleased to join my colleague, 
Representative RAHALL, on an amendment to 
ban new oil and gas drilling in National Monu-
ments. 

My district is home to the new Carrizo Plain 
National Monument, located almost entirely in 
San Luis Obispo County. The Carrizo Plain 
contains one of the last remnants of the Cali-
fornia Central Valley’s wildflowers and is home 
to a host of wildlife, including the endangered 
San Joaquin Kit Fox and the California Con-
dor. Carrizo contains significant Native Amer-
ican cultural sites, such as the Chumash 
‘‘Painted Rock,’’ and geological phenomena, 
including the most visible portion of the San 

Andreas Fault. In addition, Carrizo is the loca-
tion of an important study on livestock grazing 
and how it might be used as an effective tool 
to benefit wildlife and sensitive species de-
pendent on indigenous habitats. 

The protections afforded to this precious 
area by the Monument designation—including 
no new mineral leasing within the Monu-
ment—have been met with widespread sup-
port in San Luis Obispo County. My constitu-
ents support protection of their environment 
and cultural heritage, and understand it is a 
vital component of the local economy, of 
which tourism is a major element. And new oil 
and gas drilling does not play into that picture. 

Mr. Chairman, I have received letters sup-
porting the new designation and its restriction 
on new oil and gas leasing from a broad 
swath of the community, including the 1200 
member San Luis Obispo Chamber of Com-
merce, local environmental groups and ranch-
ers, and the Chumash Council. I have advised 
both Resources Committee Chairman HANSEN 
and Interior Secretary Norton of these senti-
ments and urged that they support my com-
munity’s wishes to protect its environment and 
economy by allowing no new drilling in Carrizo 
Plain. 

The Tribune, San Luis Obispo County’s 
major newspapers, correctly calls Carrizo ‘‘a 
real treasure’’ and notes approvingly that be-
cause of the Monument designation ‘‘it will 
stay as it is forever.’’ Our amendment would 
ensure that this prediction comes true. 

I urge my colleagues to support both of 
these common sense measures. 

Ms. PELOSI. Mr. Chairman, I would like to 
thank the distinguished Chairman, Mr. SKEEN, 
and ranking member Mr. DICKS, for their ex-
cellent work on this bill. It provides funding for 
many programs that will benefit both the nat-
ural and urban environments in our country, 
although I would support further increases in 
several critical areas, including energy re-
search and the arts. 

Mr. Chairman, with California and the West 
in the midst of an energy crisis, the last thing 
we should do is cut funding for energy re-
search, particularly research on clean energy 
sources and technologies. I am proud that the 
state of California now leads the country for its 
efficient use of energy. California and the 
country should press forward to increase our 
energy efficiency and shift toward clean, sus-
tainable energy sources. Yet the President’s 
budget proposed a 30% cut in energy effi-
ciency research and development. Although 
the Committee wisely disregarded this pro-
posal, we should be doing much more in this 
area. 

An important element in this bill is funding 
for the arts and humanities. The arts and hu-
manities enrich our culture, boost our econ-
omy, and promote creativity and self-con-
fidence in our youth. I support the Slaughter- 
Dicks amendment on increase funding for the 
National Endowment for the Arts, National En-
dowment for the Humanities, and the Institute 
of Museum and Library Services. 

The Interior bill recognizes the need to re-
duce the backlog of maintenance needs in our 
national parks. But it is also important to en-
sure that our parks have the operating funds 
they need to provide stewardship of wild lands 
and historic buildings and run informational 
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programs. The bill also takes a step in the 
right direction providing a modest increase in 
operating funds, although the need is much 
greater. 

The Interior bill contains a commendable in-
crease in funding for conservation programs. 
While the President’s budget called for full 
funding for the Land and Water Conservation 
Fund at $900 million, that increase would have 
been funded by cutting a number of other im-
portant conservation programs. The Com-
mittee chose instead to provide $709 million 
for the Land and Water Conservation Fund, 
while maintaining valuable existing conserva-
tion programs, including the Urban Park and 
Recreation Fund and ‘‘Save America’s Treas-
ures.’’ I applaud the decision of the Committee 
to omit funding for studies concerning oil drill-
ing in the Arctic National Wildlife Refuge. 

Mr. Chairman, this is a good bill, but we 
could do so much more for our natural and 
cultural heritage with additional resources. Un-
fortunately, the tax cuts make it difficult to fund 
many of these valuable programs. Hopefully 
the President and the Congress will place a 
higher priority on the arts, recreation, and the 
environment in the future. 

Mr. BEREUTER. Mr. Chairman, this Mem-
ber rises in support of the Interior appropria-
tions bill. 

This Member is pleased that the funding re-
quested by the Bush Administration for con-
struction of the Indian Health Service (IHS) 
hospital located in Winnebago, Nebraska, is 
included in this measure. 

It appears an amendment will be offered to 
increase funding for the National Endowment 
for the Arts and the National Endowment for 
the Humanities. The National Endowment of 
the Humanities serves my constituents and 
the state of Nebraska through the programs of 
the Nebraska Humanities Council. The Ne-
braska Humanities Council consistently pro-
vides high-quality humanities programming at 
very little cost to citizens of all walks of life in 
my state. 

The Nebraska Council has been quite active 
in promoting the commemoration of the bicen-
tennial of the Lewis and Clark Corps of Dis-
covery expedition. For example, the Nebraska 
Council has instituted a six-year Lewis and 
Clark Educational Initiative. The Council held 
the first of several Lewis and Clark Teacher 
Institutes earlier this month. Each institute will 
be taught by a leading Lewis and Clark schol-
ar. There were almost 200 applicants for 25 
available slots. The teachers attending the first 
institute sincerely appreciated the opportunity 
and are exited about sharing what they 
learned with their students, schools, and com-
munities. The Nebraska Council uses the Fed-
eral dollars to leverage private grants and 
funds. 

These efforts to promote the Lewis and 
Clark expedition will greatly enrich the lives of 
Nebraskans and certainly go to the heart of 
the mission of the state councils of the Na-
tional Endowment of the Humanities. 

Mr. LARGENT. Mr. Chairman, on behalf of 
the Pawnee Nation in Pawnee Oklahoma, I re-
spectfully request increased construction 
phase funding for the Pawnee Replacement 
Health Center be included in the Indian Health 
Service (IHS) Budget. This funding was ini-
tially included in the IHS FY 2002 Budget 

Preparation, but was omitted from H.R. 2217 
in its current form. 

The replacement facility has been on the 
IHS Health Facility priority list for many years. 
The need for a replacement building was origi-
nally assessed in 1981, but not until last year 
was the 73-year-old clinic, the oldest in the 
nation, selected for funding. However, these 
funds only covered the design phase of the re-
placement facility, leaving construction funds 
to be appropriated for fiscal year 2002. 

As this bill goes to conference with the Sen-
ate, I ask that Conferees fulfill the promise 
Congress made to the Pawnee Nation in 1981 
by funding the remaining construction costs in 
the FY 2002 Department of the Interior and 
Related Agencies Appropriations Act. Thank 
you for considering this request. 

Mr. DAVIS of Florida. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
today to commend Chairman SKEEN, Ranking 
Member DICKS and the Interior Appropriations 
Subcommittee on their efforts to draft a dif-
ficult bill this year and balance difficult prior-
ities. I sincerely appreciate the subcommittee’s 
efforts in assisting the State of Florida’s pro-
gram for the development of electrochromic 
technology. This program is an excellent ex-
ample of successful technology transfer from a 
national laboratory as well as an example of a 
successful public/private partnership. 
Electrochromic technology provides a flexible 
means of controlling the amount of heat and 
light that pass through a glass surface pro-
viding significant energy conservation opportu-
nities in the building and automotive markets. 

The Department of Energy estimates that 
placing this technology on all building windows 
in the United States would produce yearly en-
ergy savings of up to $28 billion per year. The 
technology also has application within the Ve-
hicle Technology/Auxiliary Load Reduction 
R&D accounts. In recognition of the impor-
tance of this technology, the State of Florida 
has provided over $2.3 million toward the ad-
vancement of this Program. 

The Program is being undertaken in con-
junction with the University of South Florida 
and the National Renewable Energy Labora-
tory (NREL) in Colorado through a Coopera-
tive Research and Development Agreement 
(CRADA), and utilizes a patented technology 
developed at NREL. This is a superb energy 
savings opportunity important to the Nation 
and is consistent with the priorities of the in-
dustry within the U.S. and the goals of the De-
partment of Energy’s windows program. 

Electrochromic research is provide for within 
the building and materials section of the en-
ergy conservation division of the Interior Ap-
propriations Bill for Fiscal Year 2002. The re-
searchers are now working cooperatively with 
DOE on the program and we hope to expand 
that cooperation in the future. This will require 
a recognition by the Agency of the value of 
Florida’s development of Plasma Enhanced 
Chemical Vapor Deposition (PECVD) tech-
niques for electrochromic technology. 

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Chairman, as cochairman 
of the congressional Native American Caucus, 
I rise to express my gratitude to the Interior 
Subcommittee Chairman JOE SKEEN and sen-
ior Democratic Member NORM DICKS for their 
work on increasing the overall funding levels 
of the Bureau of Indian Affairs and the Indian 
Health Service in the fiscal year 2002 Interior 
appropriations bill. 

I must, however, voice my concern about 
language in the Indian Health Service portion 
of the bill and the accompanying report con-
cerning contract support costs. As you know, 
contract support costs are the necessary ad-
ministrative and overhead costs borne by In-
dian tribal contractors when operating a Fed-
eral program. 

The language in the bill would undermine 
tribal self-determination rights by prohibiting 
tribes from including in renegotiations of con-
tract support costs any increase in the direct 
costs portion of those payments, by imposing 
a partial moratorium on new and expanded 
contracts, and by attempting to cap the portion 
of negotiated contract support costs which can 
be paid in any one year. The bill also cuts the 
President’s budget request for contract sup-
port costs by half and provides only $20 mil-
lion for that category. The ongoing shortfall for 
existing contracts far exceeds that amount. 

The committee report questions the pro-
priety of direct contract costs and directs the 
Indian Health Service to secure the approval 
of OMB on any direct contract support costs 
payments for new and expanded contracts. 
Negotiation of contracts is a matter between 
the tribes and the Federal agency—the com-
mittee’s directive would put tribes in the posi-
tion of having to negotiate with OMB regarding 
their contract support payments. 

The Indian Self-Determination Act specifi-
cally provides that contract support costs in-
clude both direct and indirect costs. 

As this bill proceeds through the legislative 
process, I hope that we can all work together 
on a better resolution for dealing with contract 
support costs and increasing the funding for 
contract support costs. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to express my concern 
about the funding levels of two elements of 
the Bureau of Indian Affairs (BIA) education 
budget—student transportation and adminis-
trative cost grants. 

The student transportation item supplies 
funding for the operation of BIA school buses. 
This account has been underfunded for many 
years and this bill will continue that trend by 
providing essentially no increase in funding. 

Elevated fuel costs have had a devastating 
impact on BIA school bus programs. For the 
just completed school year, BIA schools re-
ceived only $2.30/mile for their student trans-
portation needs. By contrast, the average rate 
per-mile spent on student transportation by 
public school systems throughout the country 
was $3.21/mile. BIA estimates show that its 
school bus system is underfunded by $11 mil-
lion. 

We must fund the BIA school transportation 
programs so that the BIA schools can con-
tinue to provide adequate transportation needs 
to their students. 

Mr. Chairman, I am also concerned that bill 
fails to increase funding for administrative cost 
grants which is a vital program that supports 
the administrative needs of tribally-operated 
schools. 

Tribes and tribal school boards have taken 
on the responsibility for direct operation of 
two-thirds of the 185 BIA-funded schools, but 
Congress has not supplied them with the fund-
ing required to run their fiscal and manage-
ment affairs in a prudent manner. 

The chronic shortfalls in administrative cost 
grants severely compromise the ability of tribal 
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school boards to maintain proper internal man-
agement controls, to prepare for and pay for 
annual audits, and to discharge the numerous 
policymaking, supervision, program planning, 
procurement, personnel and management ac-
tivities for which these tribal school boards are 
responsible. No educational institution can 
succeed if it is required to do more with less 
year after year. 

Mr. Chairman, unlike children in the public 
school system, Indian children in the BIA sys-
tem depend 100% on funding from Congress. 
We should fulfill our responsibility to properly 
support these Federal schools and meet our 
obligations to the Indian students they edu-
cate. It is my hope that we can work together 
as the bill proceeds to through the legislative 
process so that we can increase the funding 
for these two very important Indian education 
programs. 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

Mr. SKEEN. Mr. Chairman, I have no 
further requests for time, and I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN pro tempore (Mr. 
ISAKSON). All time for general debate 
has expired. 

Pursuant to the rule, the bill shall be 
considered for amendment under the 5- 
minute rule. 

During consideration of the bill for 
amendment, the Chair may accord pri-
ority in recognition to a Member offer-
ing an amendment that he or she has 
printed in the designated place in the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. Those amend-
ments will be considered as read. 

The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

H.R. 2217 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, That the following sums 
are appropriated, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the 
Department of the Interior and related agen-
cies for the fiscal year ending September 30, 
2002, and for other purposes, namely: 

TITLE I—DEPARTMENT OF THE 
INTERIOR 

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 
MANAGEMENT OF LANDS AND RESOURCES 

For expenses necessary for protection, use, 
improvement, development, disposal, cadas-
tral surveying, classification, acquisition of 
easements and other interests in lands, and 
performance of other functions, including 
maintenance of facilities, as authorized by 
law, in the management of lands and their 
resources under the jurisdiction of the Bu-
reau of Land Management, including the 
general administration of the Bureau, and 
assessment of mineral potential of public 
lands pursuant to Public Law 96–487 (16 
U.S.C. 3150(a)), $768,711,000, to remain avail-
able until expended, of which $1,000,000 is for 
high priority projects which shall be carried 
out by the Youth Conservation Corps, de-
fined in section 250(c)(4)(E)(xii) of the Bal-
anced Budget and Emergency Deficit Control 
Act of 1985, as amended, for the purposes of 
such Act; of which $2,225,000 shall be avail-
able for assessment of the mineral potential 
of public lands in Alaska pursuant to section 
1010 of Public Law 96–487 (16 U.S.C. 3150); and 
of which not to exceed $1,000,000 shall be de-
rived from the special receipt account estab-

lished by the Land and Water Conservation 
Act of 1965, as amended (16 U.S.C. 460l–6a(i)); 
and of which $3,000,000 shall be available in 
fiscal year 2002 subject to a match by at 
least an equal amount by the National Fish 
and Wildlife Foundation, to such Foundation 
for cost-shared projects supporting conserva-
tion of Bureau lands and such funds shall be 
advanced to the Foundation as a lump sum 
grant without regard to when expenses are 
incurred; in addition, $32,298,000 for Mining 
Law Administration program operations, in-
cluding the cost of administering the mining 
claim fee program; to remain available until 
expended, to be reduced by amounts col-
lected by the Bureau and credited to this ap-
propriation from annual mining claim fees 
so as to result in a final appropriation esti-
mated at not more than $768,711,000, and 
$2,000,000, to remain available until ex-
pended, from communication site rental fees 
established by the Bureau for the cost of ad-
ministering communication site activities: 
Provided, That appropriations herein made 
shall not be available for the destruction of 
healthy, unadopted, wild horses and burros 
in the care of the Bureau or its contractors: 
Provided further, That of the amount pro-
vided, $28,000,000 is for ‘‘Federal Infrastruc-
ture Improvement’’, defined in section 
250(c)(4)(E)(xiv) of the Balanced Budget and 
Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985, as 
amended, for the purposes of such Act: Pro-
vided further, That fiscal year 2001 balances 
in the Federal Infrastructure Improvement 
account for the Bureau of Land Management 
shall be transferred to and merged with this 
appropriation, and shall remain available 
until expended. 

Mr. SKEEN (during the reading). Mr. 
Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that title I be considered as read, print-
ed in the RECORD, and open to amend-
ment at any point. 

The CHAIRMAN pro tempore. Is 
there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from New Mexico? 

There was no objection. 
The text of the remainder of title I is 

as follows: 
WILDLAND FIRE MANAGEMENT 

For necessary expenses for fire prepared-
ness, suppression operations, fire science and 
research, emergency rehabilitation, haz-
ardous fuels reduction, and rural fire assist-
ance by the Department of the Interior, 
$700,806,000, to remain available until ex-
pended, of which not to exceed $19,774,000 
shall be for the renovation or construction of 
fire facilities: Provided, That such funds are 
also available for repayment of advances to 
other appropriation accounts from which 
funds were previously transferred for such 
purposes: Provided further, That unobligated 
balances of amounts previously appropriated 
to the ‘‘Fire Protection’’ and ‘‘Emergency 
Department of the Interior Firefighting 
Fund’’ may be transferred and merged with 
this appropriation: Provided further, That 
persons hired pursuant to 43 U.S.C. 1469 may 
be furnished subsistence and lodging without 
cost from funds available from this appro-
priation: Provided further, That notwith-
standing 42 U.S.C. 1856d, sums received by a 
bureau or office of the Department of the In-
terior for fire protection rendered pursuant 
to 42 U.S.C. 1856 et seq., protection of United 
States property, may be credited to the ap-
propriation from which funds were expended 
to provide that protection, and are available 
without fiscal year limitation: Provided fur-
ther, That using the amounts designated 

under this title of this Act, the Secretary of 
the Interior may enter into procurement 
contracts, grants, or cooperative agree-
ments, for hazardous fuels reduction activi-
ties, and for training and monitoring associ-
ated with such hazardous fuels reduction ac-
tivities, on Federal land, or on adjacent non- 
Federal land for activities that benefit re-
sources on Federal land: Provided further, 
That the costs of implementing any coopera-
tive agreement between the Federal govern-
ment and any non-Federal entity may be 
shared, as mutually agreed on by the af-
fected parties: Provided further, That in en-
tering into such grants or cooperative agree-
ments, the Secretary may consider the en-
hancement of local and small business em-
ployment opportunities for rural commu-
nities, and that in entering into procurement 
contracts under this section on a best value 
basis, the Secretary may take into account 
the ability of an entity to enhance local and 
small business employment opportunities in 
rural communities, and that the Secretary 
may award procurement contracts, grants, 
or cooperative agreements under this section 
to entities that include local non-profit enti-
ties, Youth Conservation Corps or related 
partnerships, or small or disadvantaged busi-
nesses: Provided further, That funds appro-
priated under this head may be used to reim-
burse the United States Fish and Wildlife 
Service and the National Marine Fisheries 
Service for the costs of carrying out their re-
sponsibilities under the Endangered Species 
Act of 1973 (16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.) to consult 
and conference, as required by section 7 of 
such Act in connection with wildland fire 
management activities. 

CENTRAL HAZARDOUS MATERIALS FUND 
For necessary expenses of the Department 

of the Interior and any of its component of-
fices and bureaus for the remedial action, in-
cluding associated activities, of hazardous 
waste substances, pollutants, or contami-
nants pursuant to the Comprehensive Envi-
ronmental Response, Compensation, and Li-
ability Act, as amended (42 U.S.C. 9601 et 
seq.), $9,978,000, to remain available until ex-
pended: Provided, That notwithstanding 31 
U.S.C. 3302, sums recovered from or paid by 
a party in advance of or as reimbursement 
for remedial action or response activities 
conducted by the Department pursuant to 
section 107 or 113(f) of such Act, shall be 
credited to this account to be available until 
expended without further appropriation: Pro-
vided further, That such sums recovered from 
or paid by any party are not limited to mon-
etary payments and may include stocks, 
bonds or other personal or real property, 
which may be retained, liquidated, or other-
wise disposed of by the Secretary and which 
shall be credited to this account. 

CONSTRUCTION 
For construction of buildings, recreation 

facilities, roads, trails, and appurtenant fa-
cilities, $11,076,000, to remain available until 
expended. 

PAYMENTS IN LIEU OF TAXES 
For expenses necessary to implement the 

Act of October 20, 1976, as amended (31 U.S.C. 
6901–6907), $200,000,000, of which not to exceed 
$400,000 shall be available for administrative 
expenses and of which $50,000,000 is for the 
conservation activities defined in section 
250(c)(4)(E)(xiii) of the Balanced Budget and 
Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985, as 
amended, for the purposes of such Act: Pro-
vided, That no payment shall be made to oth-
erwise eligible units of local government if 
the computed amount of the payment is less 
than $100. 
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LAND ACQUISITION 

For expenses necessary to carry out sec-
tions 205, 206, and 318(d) of Public Law 94–579, 
including administrative expenses and acqui-
sition of lands or waters, or interests there-
in, $47,686,000, to be derived from the Land 
and Water Conservation Fund, to remain 
available until expended, and to be for the 
conservation activities defined in section 
250(c)(4)(E)(i) of the Balanced Budget and 
Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985, as 
amended, for the purposes of such Act. 

OREGON AND CALIFORNIA GRANT LANDS 
For expenses necessary for management, 

protection, and development of resources and 
for construction, operation, and mainte-
nance of access roads, reforestation, and 
other improvements on the revested Oregon 
and California Railroad grant lands, on other 
Federal lands in the Oregon and California 
land-grant counties of Oregon, and on adja-
cent rights-of-way; and acquisition of lands 
or interests therein including existing con-
necting roads on or adjacent to such grant 
lands; $105,165,000, to remain available until 
expended: Provided, That 25 percent of the 
aggregate of all receipts during the current 
fiscal year from the revested Oregon and 
California Railroad grant lands is hereby 
made a charge against the Oregon and Cali-
fornia land-grant fund and shall be trans-
ferred to the General Fund in the Treasury 
in accordance with the second paragraph of 
subsection (b) of title II of the Act of August 
28, 1937 (50 Stat. 876). 

FOREST ECOSYSTEMS HEALTH AND RECOVERY 
FUND 

(REVOLVING FUND, SPECIAL ACCOUNT) 
In addition to the purposes authorized in 

Public Law 102–381, funds made available in 
the Forest Ecosystem Health and Recovery 
Fund can be used for the purpose of plan-
ning, preparing, and monitoring salvage tim-
ber sales and forest ecosystem health and re-
covery activities such as release from com-
peting vegetation and density control treat-
ments. The Federal share of receipts (defined 
as the portion of salvage timber receipts not 
paid to the counties under 43 U.S.C. 1181f and 
43 U.S.C. 1181–1 et seq., and Public Law 103– 
66) derived from treatments funded by this 
account shall be deposited into the Forest 
Ecosystem Health and Recovery Fund. 

RANGE IMPROVEMENTS 
For rehabilitation, protection, and acquisi-

tion of lands and interests therein, and im-
provement of Federal rangelands pursuant to 
section 401 of the Federal Land Policy and 
Management Act of 1976 (43 U.S.C. 1701), not-
withstanding any other Act, sums equal to 50 
percent of all moneys received during the 
prior fiscal year under sections 3 and 15 of 
the Taylor Grazing Act (43 U.S.C. 315 et seq.) 
and the amount designated for range im-
provements from grazing fees and mineral 
leasing receipts from Bankhead-Jones lands 
transferred to the Department of the Inte-
rior pursuant to law, but not less than 
$10,000,000, to remain available until ex-
pended: Provided, That not to exceed $600,000 
shall be available for administrative ex-
penses. 
SERVICE CHARGES, DEPOSITS, AND FORFEITURES 

For administrative expenses and other 
costs related to processing application docu-
ments and other authorizations for use and 
disposal of public lands and resources, for 
costs of providing copies of official public 
land documents, for monitoring construc-
tion, operation, and termination of facilities 
in conjunction with use authorizations, and 
for rehabilitation of damaged property, such 

amounts as may be collected under Public 
Law 94–579, as amended, and Public Law 93– 
153, to remain available until expended: Pro-
vided, That notwithstanding any provision to 
the contrary of section 305(a) of Public Law 
94–579 (43 U.S.C. 1735(a)), any moneys that 
have been or will be received pursuant to 
that section, whether as a result of for-
feiture, compromise, or settlement, if not 
appropriate for refund pursuant to section 
305(c) of that Act (43 U.S.C. 1735(c)), shall be 
available and may be expended under the au-
thority of this Act by the Secretary to im-
prove, protect, or rehabilitate any public 
lands administered through the Bureau of 
Land Management which have been damaged 
by the action of a resource developer, pur-
chaser, permittee, or any unauthorized per-
son, without regard to whether all moneys 
collected from each such action are used on 
the exact lands damaged which led to the ac-
tion: Provided further, That any such moneys 
that are in excess of amounts needed to re-
pair damage to the exact land for which 
funds were collected may be used to repair 
other damaged public lands. 

MISCELLANEOUS TRUST FUNDS 
In addition to amounts authorized to be 

expended under existing laws, there is hereby 
appropriated such amounts as may be con-
tributed under section 307 of the Act of Octo-
ber 21, 1976 (43 U.S.C. 1701), and such amounts 
as may be advanced for administrative costs, 
surveys, appraisals, and costs of making con-
veyances of omitted lands under section 
211(b) of that Act, to remain available until 
expended. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS 
Appropriations for the Bureau of Land 

Management shall be available for purchase, 
erection, and dismantlement of temporary 
structures, and alteration and maintenance 
of necessary buildings and appurtenant fa-
cilities to which the United States has title; 
up to $100,000 for payments, at the discretion 
of the Secretary, for information or evidence 
concerning violations of laws administered 
by the Bureau; miscellaneous and emergency 
expenses of enforcement activities author-
ized or approved by the Secretary and to be 
accounted for solely on her certificate, not 
to exceed $10,000: Provided, That notwith-
standing 44 U.S.C. 501, the Bureau may, 
under cooperative cost-sharing and partner-
ship arrangements authorized by law, pro-
cure printing services from cooperators in 
connection with jointly produced publica-
tions for which the cooperators share the 
cost of printing either in cash or in services, 
and the Bureau determines the cooperator is 
capable of meeting accepted quality stand-
ards, Provided further, That sections 28f and 
28g of title 30, United States Code, are 
amended: 

(1) In section 28f(a), by striking the first 
sentence and inserting, ‘‘The holder of each 
unpatented mining claim, mill, or tunnel 
site, located pursuant to the mining laws of 
the United States, whether located before, 
on or after the enactment of this Act, shall 
pay to the Secretary of the Interior, on or 
before September 1, 2002, a claim mainte-
nance fee of $100 per claim or site.’’; and 

(2) In section 28g, by striking ‘‘and before 
September 30, 2001’’ and inserting in lieu 
thereof ‘‘and before September 30, 2002’’. 
UNITED STATES FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE 

RESOURCE MANAGEMENT 
For necessary expenses of the United 

States Fish and Wildlife Service, for sci-
entific and economic studies, conservation, 
management, investigations, protection, and 
utilization of fishery and wildlife resources, 

except whales, seals, and sea lions, mainte-
nance of the herd of long-horned cattle on 
the Wichita Mountains Wildlife Refuge, gen-
eral administration, and for the performance 
of other authorized functions related to such 
resources by direct expenditure, contracts, 
grants, cooperative agreements and reim-
bursable agreements with public and private 
entities, $839,852,000, to remain available 
until September 30, 2003, except as otherwise 
provided herein, of which $28,000,000 is for 
‘‘Federal Infrastructure Improvement’’, de-
fined in section 250(c)(4)(E)(xiv) of the Bal-
anced Budget and Emergency Deficit Control 
Act of 1985, as amended, for the purposes of 
such Act: Provided, That fiscal year 2001 bal-
ances in the Federal Infrastructure Improve-
ment account for the United States Fish and 
Wildlife Service shall be transferred to and 
merged with this appropriation, and shall re-
main available until expended: Provided fur-
ther, That not less than $2,000,000 shall be 
provided to local governments in southern 
California for planning associated with the 
Natural Communities Conservation Planning 
(NCCP) program and shall remain available 
until expended: Provided further, That 
$2,000,000 is for high priority projects which 
shall be carried out by the Youth Conserva-
tion Corps defined in section 250(c)(4)(E) (xii) 
of the Balanced Budget and Emergency Def-
icit Control Act of 1985, as amended, for the 
purposes of such Act: Provided further, That 
not to exceed $8,476,000 shall be used for im-
plementing subsections (a), (b), (c), and (e) of 
section 4 of the Endangered Species Act, as 
amended, for species that are indigenous to 
the United States (except for processing peti-
tions, developing and issuing proposed and 
final regulations, and taking any other steps 
to implement actions described in subsection 
(c)(2)(A), (c)(2)(B)(i), or (c)(2)(B)(ii)), of which 
not to exceed $6,000,000 shall be used for any 
activity regarding the designation of critical 
habitat, pursuant to subsection (a)(3), for 
species already listed pursuant to subsection 
(a)(1) as of the date of enactment this Act: 
Provided further, That of the amount avail-
able for law enforcement, up to $400,000 to re-
main available until expended, may at the 
discretion of the Secretary, be used for pay-
ment for information, rewards, or evidence 
concerning violations of laws administered 
by the Service, and miscellaneous and emer-
gency expenses of enforcement activity, au-
thorized or approved by the Secretary and to 
be accounted for solely on her certificate: 
Provided further, That of the amount pro-
vided for environmental contaminants, up to 
$1,000,000 may remain available until ex-
pended for contaminant sample analyses. 

CONSTRUCTION 
For construction, improvement, acquisi-

tion, or removal of buildings and other fa-
cilities required in the conservation, man-
agement, investigation, protection, and uti-
lization of fishery and wildlife resources, and 
the acquisition of lands and interests there-
in; $48,849,000, to remain available until ex-
pended. 

LAND ACQUISITION 
For expenses necessary to carry out the 

Land and Water Conservation Fund Act of 
1965, as amended (16 U.S.C. 460l–4 through 11), 
including administrative expenses, and for 
acquisition of land or waters, or interest 
therein, in accordance with statutory au-
thority applicable to the United States Fish 
and Wildlife Service, $104,401,000, to be de-
rived from the Land and Water Conservation 
Fund, to remain available until expended, 
and to be for the conservation activities de-
fined in section 250(c)(4)(E)(ii) of the Bal-
anced Budget and Emergency Deficit Control 

VerDate Aug 04 2004 01:18 Mar 24, 2005 Jkt 089102 PO 00000 Frm 00015 Fmt 0688 Sfmt 0634 E:\BR01\H21JN1.000 H21JN1



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 11393 June 21, 2001 
Act of 1985, as amended, for the purposes of 
such Act: Provided, That none of the funds 
appropriated for specific land acquisition 
projects can be used to pay for any adminis-
trative overhead, planning or other manage-
ment costs. 

LANDOWNER INCENTIVE PROGRAM 

For expenses necessary to carry out the 
Land and Water Conservation Fund Act of 
1965, as amended (16 U.S.C. 460l–4 through 11), 
including administrative expenses, and for 
private conservation efforts to be carried out 
on private lands, $50,000,000, to be derived 
from the Land and Water Conservation 
Fund, to remain available until expended, 
and to be for conservation spending category 
activities pursuant to section 251(c) of the 
Balanced Budget and Emergency Deficit 
Control Act of 1985, as amended, for the pur-
poses of discretionary spending limits: Pro-
vided, That, hereafter, ‘‘Fish and Wildlife 
Service Landowner Incentive Program’’ shall 
be considered to be within the ‘‘State and 
Other Conservation sub-category’’ in section 
250(c)(4)(G) of the Balanced Budget and 
Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985, as 
amended: Provided further, That the amount 
provided herein is for a Landowner Incentive 
Program established by the Secretary that 
provides matching, competitively awarded 
grants to States, the District of Columbia, 
Tribes, Puerto Rico, Guam, the U.S. Virgin 
Islands, the Northern Mariana Islands, and 
American Samoa, to establish, or supple-
ment existing, landowner incentive pro-
grams that provide technical and financial 
assistance, including habitat protection and 
restoration, to private landowners for the 
protection and management of habitat to 
benefit federally listed, proposed, or can-
didate species, or other at-risk species on 
private lands. 

STEWARDSHIP GRANTS 

For expenses necessary to carry out the 
Land and Water Conservation Fund Act of 
1965, as amended (16 U.S.C. 460l–4 through 11), 
including administrative expenses, and for 
private conservation efforts to be carried out 
on private lands, $10,000,000, to be derived 
from the Land and Water Conservation 
Fund, to remain available until expended, 
and to be for conservation spending category 
activities pursuant to section 251(c) of the 
Balanced Budget and Emergency Deficit 
Control Act of 1985, as amended, for the pur-
poses of discretionary spending limits: Pro-
vided, That hereafter, ‘‘Fish and Wildlife 
Service Stewardship Grants’’ shall be consid-
ered to be within the ‘‘State and Other Con-
servation sub-category’’ in section 
250(c)(4)(G) of the Balanced Budget and 
Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985, as 
amended: Provided further, That the amount 
provided herein is for the Secretary to estab-
lish a Private Stewardship Grants Program 
to provide grants and other assistance to in-
dividuals and groups engaged in private con-
servation efforts that benefit federally list-
ed, proposed, or candidate species, or other 
at-risk species. 

COOPERATIVE ENDANGERED SPECIES 
CONSERVATION FUND 

For expenses necessary to carry out sec-
tion 6 of the Endangered Species Act of 1973 
(16 U.S.C. 1531–1543), as amended, $107,000,000, 
to be derived from the Cooperative Endan-
gered Species Conservation Fund, to remain 
available until expended, and to be for the 
conservation activities defined in section 
250(c)(4)(E)(v) of the Balanced Budget and 
Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985, as 
amended, for the purposes of such Act. 

NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE FUND 
For expenses necessary to implement the 

Act of October 17, 1978 (16 U.S.C. 715s), 
$16,414,000, of which $5,000,000 is for conserva-
tion spending category activities pursuant to 
section 251(c) of the Balanced Budget and 
Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985, as 
amended, for the purposes of discretionary 
spending limits: Provided, That, hereafter, 
‘‘Fish and Wildlife Service National Wildlife 
Refuge Fund’’ shall be considered to be with-
in the ‘‘Payments in Lieu of Taxes sub-cat-
egory’’ in section 250(c)(4)(I) of the Balanced 
Budget and Emergency Deficit Control Act 
of 1985, as amended. 

NORTH AMERICAN WETLANDS CONSERVATION 
FUND 

For expenses necessary to carry out the 
provisions of the North American Wetlands 
Conservation Act, Public Law 101–233, as 
amended, $45,000,000, to remain available 
until expended, and to be for the conserva-
tion activities defined in section 
250(c)(4)(E)(vi) of the Balanced Budget and 
Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985, as 
amended, for the purposes of such Act: Pro-
vided, That, notwithstanding any other pro-
vision of law, amounts in excess of funds pro-
vided in fiscal year 2001 shall be used only for 
projects in the United States. 
NEOTROPICAL MIGRATORY BIRD CONSERVATION 
For financial assistance for projects to pro-

mote the conservation of neotropical migra-
tory birds in accordance with the 
Neotropical Migratory Bird Conservation 
Act, Public Law 106–247 (16 U.S.C. 6101–6109), 
$5,000,000, to remain available until ex-
pended, and to be for conservation spending 
category activities pursuant to section 251(c) 
of the Balanced Budget and Emergency Def-
icit Control Act of 1985, as amended, for the 
purposes of discretionary spending limits: 
Provided, That, hereafter, ‘‘Fish and Wildlife 
Service Neotropical Migratory Bird Con-
servation’’ shall be considered to be within 
the ‘‘State and Other Conservation sub-cat-
egory’’ in section 250(c)(4)(G) of the Balanced 
Budget and Emergency Deficit Control Act 
of 1985, as amended. 

MULTINATIONAL SPECIES CONSERVATION FUND 
For expenses necessary to carry out the 

African Elephant Conservation Act (16 U.S.C. 
4201–4203, 4211–4213, 4221–4225, 4241–4245, and 
1538), the Asian Elephant Conservation Act 
of 1997 (Public Law 105–96; 16 U.S.C. 4261– 
4266), the Rhinoceros and Tiger Conservation 
Act of 1994 (16 U.S.C. 5301–5306), and the 
Great Ape Conservation Act of 2000 (16 U.S.C. 
6301), $4,000,000, to remain available until ex-
pended: Provided, That funds made available 
under this Act, Public Law 106–291, and Pub-
lic Law 106–554 and hereafter in annual 
approprations acts for rhinoceros, tiger, 
Asian elephant, and great ape conservation 
programs are exempt from any sanctions im-
posed against any country under section 102 
of the Arms Export Control Act (22 U.S.C. 
2799aa–1). 

STATE WILDLIFE GRANTS 
For wildlife conservation grants to States 

and to the District of Columbia, Puerto Rico, 
Guam, the U.S. Virgin Islands, the Northern 
Mariana Islands, and American Samoa, 
under the provisions of the Fish and Wildlife 
Act of 1956 and the Fish and Wildlife Coordi-
nation Act, for the development and imple-
mentation of programs for the benefit of 
wildlife and their habitat, including species 
that are not hunted or fished, $100,000,000, to 
be derived from the Land and Water Con-
servation Fund, to remain available until ex-
pended, and to be for the conservation activi-

ties defined in section 250(c)(4)(E)(vii) of the 
Balanced Budget and Emergency Deficit 
Control Act of 1985, as amended, for the pur-
poses of such Act: Provided, That the Sec-
retary shall, after deducting administrative 
expenses, apportion the amount provided 
herein in the following manner: (A) to the 
District of Columbia and to the Common-
wealth of Puerto Rico, each a sum equal to 
not more than one-half of 1 percent thereof: 
and (B) to Guam, American Samoa, the U.S. 
Virgin Islands, and the Commonwealth of 
the Northern Mariana Islands, each a sum 
equal to not more than one-fourth of 1 per-
cent thereof: Provided further, That the Sec-
retary shall apportion the remaining amount 
in the following manner: 30 percent based on 
the ratio to which the land area of such 
State bears to the total land area of all such 
States; and 70 percent based on the ratio to 
which the population of such State bears to 
the total population of the United States, 
based on the 2000 U.S. Census; and the 
amounts so apportioned shall be adjusted eq-
uitably so that no State shall be apportioned 
a sum which is less than one percent of the 
total amount available for apportionment or 
more than 10 percent: Provided further, That 
the Federal share of planning grants shall 
not exceed 75 percent of the total costs of 
such projects and the Federal share of imple-
mentation grants shall not exceed 50 percent 
of the total costs of such projects: Provided 
further, That the non-Federal share of such 
projects may not be derived from Federal 
grant programs: Provided further, That no 
State, territory, or other jurisdiction shall 
receive a grant unless it has developed, or 
committed to develop by October 1, 2005, a 
comprehensive wildlife conservation plan, 
consistent with criteria established by the 
Secretary of the Interior, that considers the 
broad range of the State, territory, or other 
jurisdiction’s wildlife and associated habi-
tats, with appropriate priority placed on 
those species with the greatest conservation 
need and taking into consideration the rel-
ative level of funding available for the con-
servation of those species: Provided further, 
That any amount apportioned in 2002 to any 
State, territory, or other jurisdiction that 
remains unobligated as of September 30, 2003, 
shall be reapportioned, together with funds 
appropriated in 2004, in the manner provided 
herein. 

TRIBAL WILDLIFE GRANTS 

For wildlife conservation grants to tribes 
under the provisions of the Fish and Wildlife 
Act of 1956 and the Fish and Wildlife Coordi-
nation Act, for the development and imple-
mentation of programs for the benefit of 
wildlife and their habitat, including species 
that are not hunted or fished, $5,000,000, to be 
derived from the Land and Water Conserva-
tion Fund and to remain available until ex-
pended, and to be for conservation spending 
category activities pursuant to section 251(c) 
of the Balanced Budget and Emergency Def-
icit Control Act of 1985, as amended, for the 
purposes of discretionary spending limits: 
Provided, That, hereafter, ‘‘Fish and Wildlife 
Service Tribal Wildlife Grants’’ shall be con-
sidered to be within the ‘‘State and Other 
Conservation sub-category’’ in section 
250(c)(4)(G) of the Balanced Budget and 
Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985, as 
amended. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS 

Appropriations and funds available to the 
United States Fish and Wildlife Service shall 
be available for purchase of not to exceed 74 
passenger motor vehicles, of which 69 are for 
replacement only (including 32 for police- 
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type use); repair of damage to public roads 
within and adjacent to reservation areas 
caused by operations of the Service; options 
for the purchase of land at not to exceed $1 
for each option; facilities incident to such 
public recreational uses on conservation 
areas as are consistent with their primary 
purpose; and the maintenance and improve-
ment of aquaria, buildings, and other facili-
ties under the jurisdiction of the Service and 
to which the United States has title, and 
which are used pursuant to law in connec-
tion with management and investigation of 
fish and wildlife resources: Provided, That 
notwithstanding 44 U.S.C. 501, the Service 
may, under cooperative cost sharing and 
partnership arrangements authorized by law, 
procure printing services from cooperators 
in connection with jointly produced publica-
tions for which the cooperators share at 
least one-half the cost of printing either in 
cash or services and the Service determines 
the cooperator is capable of meeting accept-
ed quality standards: Provided further, That 
the Service may accept donated aircraft as 
replacements for existing aircraft: Provided 
further, That notwithstanding any other pro-
vision of law, the Secretary of the Interior 
may not spend any of the funds appropriated 
in this Act for the purchase of lands or inter-
ests in lands to be used in the establishment 
of any new unit of the National Wildlife Ref-
uge System unless the purchase is approved 
in advance by the House and Senate Commit-
tees on Appropriations in compliance with 
the reprogramming procedures contained in 
Senate Report 105–56. 

NATIONAL PARK SERVICE 
OPERATION OF THE NATIONAL PARK SYSTEM 
For expenses necessary for the manage-

ment, operation, and maintenance of areas 
and facilities administered by the National 
Park Service (including special road mainte-
nance service to trucking permittees on a re-
imbursable basis), and for the general admin-
istration of the National Park Service, 
$1,480,336,000, of which $10,869,000 for re-
search, planning and interagency coordina-
tion in support of land acquisition for Ever-
glades restoration shall remain available 
until expended, and of which $75,349,000, to 
remain available until expended, is for main-
tenance repair or rehabilitation projects for 
constructed assets, operation of the National 
Park Service automated facility manage-
ment software system, and comprehensive 
facility condition assessments; and of which 
$2,000,000 is for the Youth Conservation 
Corps, defined in section 250(c)(4)(E)(xii) of 
the Balanced Budget and Emergency Deficit 
Control Act of 1985, as amended, for the pur-
poses of such Act, for high priority projects: 
Provided, That the only funds in this account 
which may be made available to support 
United States Park Police are those funds 
approved for emergency law and order inci-
dents pursuant to established National Park 
Service procedures and those funds needed to 
maintain and repair United States Park Po-
lice administrative facilities: Provided fur-
ther, That park areas may reimburse the 
United States Park Police account for the 
unbudgeted overtime and travel costs associ-
ated with special events for an amount not 
to exceed $10,000 per event subject to the re-
view and concurrence of the Washington 
headquarters office: Provided further, That 
none of the funds in this or any other Act 
may be used to fund a new Associate Direc-
tor position for Partnerships. 

UNITED STATES PARK POLICE 
For expenses necessary to carry out the 

programs of the United States Park Police, 
$65,260,000. 

CONTRIBUTION FOR ANNUITY BENEFITS 
For reimbursement pursuant to provisions 

of Public Law 85–157, to the District of Co-
lumbia on a monthly basis, for benefit pay-
ments by the District of Columbia to United 
States Park Police annuitants under the pro-
visions of the Policeman and Fireman’s Re-
tirement and Disability Act, to the extent 
those payments exceed contributions made 
by active Park Police members covered 
under the Act, such amounts as hereafter 
may be necessary: Provided, That hereafter, 
appropriations made to the National Park 
Service shall not be available for this pur-
pose. 

NATIONAL RECREATION AND PRESERVATION 
For expenses necessary to carry out recre-

ation programs, natural programs, cultural 
programs, heritage partnership programs, 
environmental compliance and review, inter-
national park affairs, statutory or contrac-
tual aid for other activities, and grant ad-
ministration, not otherwise provided for, 
$51,804,000. 

URBAN PARK AND RECREATION FUND 
For expenses necessary to carry out the 

provisions of the Urban Park and Recreation 
Recovery Act of 1978 (16 U.S.C. 2501 et seq.), 
$30,000,000, to remain available until ex-
pended, and to be for the conservation activi-
ties defined in section 250(c)(4)(E)(x) of the 
Balanced Budget and Emergency Deficit 
Control Act of 1985, as amended, for the pur-
poses of such Act. 

HISTORIC PRESERVATION FUND 
For expenses necessary in carrying out the 

Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amend-
ed (16 U.S.C. 470), and the Omnibus Parks and 
Public Lands Management Act of 1996 (Pub-
lic Law 104–333), $77,000,000, to be derived 
from the Historic Preservation Fund, to re-
main available until September 30, 2003, and 
to be for the conservation activities defined 
in section 250(c)(4)(E)(xi) of the Balanced 
Budget and Emergency Deficit Control Con-
trol Act of 1985, as amended, for the purposes 
of such Act: Provided, That, of the amount 
provided herein, $5,000,000, to remain avail-
able until expended, is for a grant for the 
perpetual care and maintenance of National 
Trust Historic Sites, as authorized under 16 
U.S.C. 470a(e)(2), to be made available in full 
upon signing of a grant agreement: Provided 
further, That, notwithstanding any other 
provision of law, these funds shall be avail-
able for investment with the proceeds to be 
used for the same purpose as set out herein: 
Provided further, That of the total amount 
provided, $30,000,000 shall be for Save Amer-
ica’s Treasures for priority preservation 
projects, including preservation of intellec-
tual and cultural artifacts, preservation of 
historic structures and sites, and buildings 
to house cultural and historic resources and 
to provide educational opportunities: Pro-
vided further, That any individual Save 
America’s Treasures grant shall be matched 
by non-Federal funds: Provided further, That 
individual projects shall only be eligible for 
one grant, and all projects to be funded shall 
be approved by the House and Senate Com-
mittees on Appropriations prior to the com-
mitment of grant funds: Provided further, 
That Save America’s Treasures funds allo-
cated for Federal projects shall be available 
by transfer to appropriate accounts of indi-
vidual agencies, after approval of such 
projects by the Secretary of the Interior: 
Provided further, That none of the funds pro-
vided for Save America’s Treasures may be 
used for administrative expenses, and staff-
ing for the program shall be available from 
the existing staffing levels in the National 
Park Service 2003. 

CONSTRUCTION 
For construction, improvements, repair or 

replacement of physical facilities, including 
the modifications authorized by section 104 
of the Everglades National Park Protection 
and Expansion Act of 1989, $349,249,000, of 
which $50,000,000 is for ‘‘Federal Infrastruc-
ture Improvement’’, defined in section 
250(c)(4)(E)(xiv) of the Balanced Budget and 
Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985, as 
amended, for the purposes of such Act. 

LAND AND WATER CONSERVATION FUND 
(RESCISSION) 

The contract authority provided for fiscal 
year 2002 by 16 U.S.C. 460l–10a is rescinded. 

LAND ACQUISITION AND STATE ASSISTANCE 
For expenses necessary to carry out the 

Land and Water Conservation Act of 1965, as 
amended (16 U.S.C. 460l–4 through 11), includ-
ing administrative expenses, and for acquisi-
tion of lands or waters, or interest therein, 
in accordance with the statutory authority 
applicable to the National Park Service, 
$261,036,000, to be derived from the Land and 
Water Conservation Fund, to remain avail-
able until expended, and to be for the con-
servation activities defined in section 
250(c)(4)(E)(iii) of the Balanced Budget and 
Emergency Deficit Control of 1985, as amend-
ed, for the purposes of such Act, of which 
$154,000,000 is for the State assistance pro-
gram including $4,000,000 to administer the 
State assistance program: Provided, That of 
the amounts provided under this heading, 
$16,000,000 may be for Federal grants to the 
State of Florida for the acquisition of lands 
or waters, or interests therein, within the 
Everglades watershed (consisting of lands 
and waters within the boundaries of the 
South Florida Water Management District, 
Florida Bay and the Florida Keys, including 
the areas known as the Frog Pond, the 
Rocky Glades and the Eight and One-Half 
Square Mile Area) under terms and condi-
tions deemed necessary by the Secretary to 
improve and restore the hydrological func-
tion of the Everglades watershed; and 
$20,000,000 may be for project modifications 
authorized by section 104 of the Everglades 
National Park Protection and Expansion 
Act: Provided further, That funds provided 
under this heading for assistance to the 
State of Florida to acquire lands within the 
Everglades watershed are contingent upon 
new matching non-Federal funds by the 
State and shall be subject to an agreement 
that the lands to be acquired will be man-
aged in perpetuity for the restoration of the 
Everglades: Provided further, That none of 
the funds provided for the State Assistance 
program may be used to establish a contin-
gency fund. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS 
Appropriations for the National Park Serv-

ice shall be available for the purchase of not 
to exceed 315 passenger motor vehicles, of 
which 256 shall be for replacement only, in-
cluding not to exceed 237 for police-type use, 
11 buses, and 8 ambulances: Provided, That 
none of the funds appropriated to the Na-
tional Park Service may be used to process 
any grant or contract documents which do 
not include the text of 18 U.S.C. 1913: Pro-
vided further, That none of the funds appro-
priated to the National Park Service may be 
used to implement an agreement for the re-
development of the southern end of Ellis Is-
land until such agreement has been sub-
mitted to the Congress and shall not be im-
plemented prior to the expiration of 30 cal-
endar days (not including any day in which 
either House of Congress is not in session be-
cause of adjournment of more than three cal-
endar days to a day certain) from the receipt 
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by the Speaker of the House of Representa-
tives and the President of the Senate of a 
full and comprehensive report on the devel-
opment of the southern end of Ellis Island, 
including the facts and circumstances relied 
upon in support of the proposed project. 

None of the funds in this Act may be spent 
by the National Park Service for activities 
taken in direct response to the United Na-
tions Biodiversity Convention. 

The National Park Service may distribute 
to operating units based on the safety record 
of each unit the costs of programs designed 
to improve workplace and employee safety, 
and to encourage employees receiving work-
ers’ compensation benefits pursuant to chap-
ter 81 of title 5, United States Code, to re-
turn to appropriate positions for which they 
are medically able. 

Notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, the National Park Service may convey 
a leasehold or freehold interest in Cuyahoga 
NP to allow for the development of utilities 
and parking needed to support the historic 
Everett Church in the village of Everett, 
Ohio. 

UNITED STATES GEOLOGICAL SURVEY 
SURVEYS, INVESTIGATIONS, AND RESEARCH 

For expenses necessary for the United 
States Geological Survey to perform sur-
veys, investigations, and research covering 
topography, geology, hydrology, biology, and 
the mineral and water resources of the 
United States, its territories and posses-
sions, and other areas as authorized by 43 
U.S.C. 31, 1332, and 1340; classify lands as to 
their mineral and water resources; give engi-
neering supervision to power permittees and 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission li-
censees; administer the minerals exploration 
program (30 U.S.C. 641); and publish and dis-
seminate data relative to the foregoing ac-
tivities; and to conduct inquiries into the 
economic conditions affecting mining and 
materials processing industries (30 U.S.C. 3, 
21a, and 1603; 50 U.S.C. 98g(1)) and related 
purposes as authorized by law and to publish 
and disseminate data; $900,489,000, of which 
$64,318,000 shall be available only for co-
operation with States or municipalities for 
water resources investigations; and of which 
$16,400,000 shall remain available until ex-
pended for conducting inquiries into the eco-
nomic conditions affecting mining and mate-
rials processing industries; and of which 
$18,942,000 shall be available until September 
30, 2003 for the operation and maintenance of 
facilities and deferred maintenance; and of 
which $163,461,000 shall be available until 
September 30, 2003 for the biological research 
activity and the operation of the Cooperative 
Research Units: Provided, That none of these 
funds provided for the biological research ac-
tivity shall be used to conduct new surveys 
on private property, unless specifically au-
thorized in writing by the property owner: 
Provided further, That of the amount pro-
vided herein, $25,000,000 is for the conserva-
tion activities defined in section 
250(c)(4)(viii) of the Balanced Budget and 
Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985, as 
amended, for the purposes of such Act: Pro-
vided further, That no part of this appropria-
tion shall be used to pay more than one-half 
the cost of topographic mapping or water re-
sources data collection and investigations 
carried on in cooperation with States and 
municipalities. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS 
The amount appropriated for the United 

States Geological Survey shall be available 
for the purchase of not to exceed 53 pas-
senger motor vehicles, of which 48 are for re-

placement only; reimbursement to the Gen-
eral Services Administration for security 
guard services; contracting for the fur-
nishing of topographic maps and for the 
making of geophysical or other specialized 
surveys when it is administratively deter-
mined that such procedures are in the public 
interest; construction and maintenance of 
necessary buildings and appurtenant facili-
ties; acquisition of lands for gauging stations 
and observation wells; expenses of the United 
States National Committee on Geology; and 
payment of compensation and expenses of 
persons on the rolls of the Survey duly ap-
pointed to represent the United States in the 
negotiation and administration of interstate 
compacts: Provided, That activities funded 
by appropriations herein made may be ac-
complished through the use of contracts, 
grants, or cooperative agreements as defined 
in 31 U.S.C. 6302 et seq. 

MINERALS MANAGEMENT SERVICE 
ROYALTY AND OFFSHORE MINERALS 

MANAGEMENT 
For expenses necessary for minerals leas-

ing and environmental studies, regulation of 
industry operations, and collection of royal-
ties, as authorized by law; for enforcing laws 
and regulations applicable to oil, gas, and 
other minerals leases, permits, licenses and 
operating contracts; and for matching grants 
or cooperative agreements; including the 
purchase of not to exceed eight passenger 
motor vehicles for replacement only, 
$149,867,000, of which $83,344,000, shall be 
available for royalty management activities; 
and an amount not to exceed $102,730,000, to 
be credited to this appropriation and to re-
main available until expended, from addi-
tions to receipts resulting from increases to 
rates in effect on August 5, 1993, from rate 
increases to fee collections for Outer Conti-
nental Shelf administrative activities per-
formed by the Minerals Management Service 
over and above the rates in effect on Sep-
tember 30, 1993, and from additional fees for 
Outer Continental Shelf administrative ac-
tivities established after September 30, 1993: 
Provided, That to the extent $102,730,000 in 
additions to receipts are not realized from 
the sources of receipts stated above, the 
amount needed to reach $102,730,000 shall be 
credited to this appropriation from receipts 
resulting from rental rates for Outer Conti-
nental Shelf leases in effect before August 5, 
1993: Provided further, That $3,000,000 for com-
puter acquisitions shall remain available 
until September 30, 2003: Provided further, 
That funds appropriated under this Act shall 
be available for the payment of interest in 
accordance with 30 U.S.C. 1721(b) and (d): 
Provided further, That not to exceed $3,000 
shall be available for reasonable expenses re-
lated to promoting volunteer beach and ma-
rine cleanup activities: Provided further, 
That notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, $15,000 under this heading shall be avail-
able for refunds of overpayments in connec-
tion with certain Indian leases in which the 
Director of the Minerals Management Serv-
ice (MMS) concurred with the claimed refund 
due, to pay amounts owed to Indian allottees 
or tribes, or to correct prior unrecoverable 
erroneous payments: Provided further, That 
MMS may under the royalty-in-kind pilot 
program use a portion of the revenues from 
royalty-in-kind sales, without regard to fis-
cal year limitation, to pay for transpor-
tation to wholesale market centers or up-
stream pooling points, and to process or oth-
erwise dispose of royalty production taken in 
kind: Provided further, That MMS shall ana-
lyze and document the expected return in ad-
vance of any royalty-in-kind sales to assure 

to the maximum extent practicable that roy-
alty income under the pilot program is equal 
to or greater than royalty income recognized 
under a comparable royalty-in-value pro-
gram. 

OIL SPILL RESEARCH 
For necessary expenses to carry out title I, 

section 1016, title IV, sections 4202 and 4303, 
title VII, and title VIII, section 8201 of the 
Oil Pollution Act of 1990, $6,105,000, which 
shall be derived from the Oil Spill Liability 
Trust Fund, to remain available until ex-
pended. 
OFFICE OF SURFACE MINING RECLAMATION AND 

ENFORCEMENT 
REGULATION AND TECHNOLOGY 

For necessary expenses to carry out the 
provisions of the Surface Mining Control and 
Reclamation Act of 1977, Public Law 95–87, as 
amended, including the purchase of not to 
exceed 10 passenger motor vehicles, for re-
placement only; $102,900,000: Provided, That 
the Secretary of the Interior, pursuant to 
regulations, may use directly or through 
grants to States, moneys collected in fiscal 
year 2002 for civil penalties assessed under 
section 518 of the Surface Mining Control 
and Reclamation Act of 1977 (30 U.S.C. 1268), 
to reclaim lands adversely affected by coal 
mining practices after August 3, 1977, to re-
main available until expended: Provided fur-
ther, That appropriations for the Office of 
Surface Mining Reclamation and Enforce-
ment may provide for the travel and per 
diem expenses of State and tribal personnel 
attending Office of Surface Mining Reclama-
tion and Enforcement sponsored training. 

ABANDONED MINE RECLAMATION FUND 
For necessary expenses to carry out title 

IV of the Surface Mining Control and Rec-
lamation Act of 1977, Public Law 95–87, as 
amended, including the purchase of not more 
than 10 passenger motor vehicles for replace-
ment only, $203,554,000, to be derived from re-
ceipts of the Abandoned Mine Reclamation 
Fund and to remain available until ex-
pended; of which up to $10,000,000, to be de-
rived from the Federal Expenses Share of the 
Fund, shall be for supplemental grants to 
States for the reclamation of abandoned 
sites with acid mine rock drainage from coal 
mines, and for associated activities, through 
the Appalachian Clean Streams Initiative: 
Provided, That grants to minimum program 
States will be $1,500,000 per State in fiscal 
year 2002: Provided further, That of the funds 
herein provided up to $18,000,000 may be used 
for the emergency program authorized by 
section 410 of Public Law 95–87, as amended, 
of which no more than 25 percent shall be 
used for emergency reclamation projects in 
any one State and funds for federally admin-
istered emergency reclamation projects 
under this proviso shall not exceed 
$11,000,000: Provided further, That prior year 
unobligated funds appropriated for the emer-
gency reclamation program shall not be sub-
ject to the 25 percent limitation per State 
and may be used without fiscal year limita-
tion for emergency projects: Provided further, 
That pursuant to Public Law 97–365, the De-
partment of the Interior is authorized to use 
up to 20 percent from the recovery of the de-
linquent debt owed to the United States Gov-
ernment to pay for contracts to collect these 
debts: Provided further, That funds made 
available under title IV of Public Law 95–87 
may be used for any required non-Federal 
share of the cost of projects funded by the 
Federal Government for the purpose of envi-
ronmental restoration related to treatment 
or abatement of acid mine drainage from 
abandoned mines: Provided further, That such 
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projects must be consistent with the pur-
poses and priorities of the Surface Mining 
Control and Reclamation Act: Provided fur-
ther, That, in addition to the amount grant-
ed to the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania 
under sections 402 (g)(1) and 402(g)(5) of the 
Surface Mining Control and Reclamation 
Act (Act), an additional $500,000 will be spe-
cifically used for the purpose of conducting a 
demonstration project in accordance with 
section 401(c)(6) of the Act to determine the 
efficacy of improving water quality by re-
moving metals from eligible waters polluted 
by acid mine drainage. 

BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS 
OPERATION OF INDIAN PROGRAMS 

For expenses necessary for the operation of 
Indian programs, as authorized by law, in-
cluding the Snyder Act of November 2, 1921 
(25 U.S.C. 13), the Indian Self-Determination 
and Education Assistance Act of 1975 (25 
U.S.C. 450 et seq.), as amended, the Edu-
cation Amendments of 1978 (25 U.S.C. 2001– 
2019), and the Tribally Controlled Schools 
Act of 1988 (25 U.S.C. 2501 et seq.), as amend-
ed, $1,790,781,000, to remain available until 
September 30, 2003 except as otherwise pro-
vided herein, of which not to exceed 
$89,864,000 shall be for welfare assistance pay-
ments and notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, including but not limited to the 
Indian Self-Determination Act of 1975, as 
amended, not to exceed $130,209,000 shall be 
available for payments to tribes and tribal 
organizations for contract support costs as-
sociated with ongoing contracts, grants, 
compacts, or annual funding agreements en-
tered into with the Bureau prior to or during 
fiscal year 2002, as authorized by such Act, 
except that tribes and tribal organizations 
may use their tribal priority allocations for 
unmet indirect costs of ongoing contracts, 
grants, or compacts, or annual funding 
agreements and for unmet welfare assistance 
costs; and up to $3,000,000 shall be for the In-
dian Self-Determination Fund which shall be 
available for the transitional cost of initial 
or expanded tribal contracts, grants, com-
pacts or cooperative agreements with the 
Bureau under such Act; and of which not to 
exceed $436,427,000 for school operations costs 
of Bureau-funded schools and other edu-
cation programs shall become available on 
July 1, 2002, and shall remain available until 
September 30, 2003; and of which not to ex-
ceed $58,394,000 shall remain available until 
expended for housing improvement, road 
maintenance, attorney fees, litigation sup-
port, the Indian Self-Determination Fund, 
land records improvement, and the Navajo- 
Hopi Settlement Program: Provided, That 
notwithstanding any other provision of law, 
including but not limited to the Indian Self- 
Determination Act of 1975, as amended, and 
25 U.S.C. 2008, not to exceed $43,065,000 within 
and only from such amounts made available 
for school operations shall be available to 
tribes and tribal organizations for adminis-
trative cost grants associated with the oper-
ation of Bureau-funded schools: Provided fur-
ther, That any forestry funds allocated to a 
tribe which remain unobligated as of Sep-
tember 30, 2003, may be transferred during 
fiscal year 2004 to an Indian forest land as-
sistance account established for the benefit 
of such tribe within the tribe’s trust fund ac-
count: Provided further, That any such unob-
ligated balances not so transferred shall ex-
pire on September 30, 2004. 

CONSTRUCTION 
For construction, repair, improvement, 

and maintenance of irrigation and power sys-
tems, buildings, utilities, and other facili-

ties, including architectural and engineering 
services by contract; acquisition of lands, 
and interests in lands; and preparation of 
lands for farming, and for construction of 
the Navajo Indian Irrigation Project pursu-
ant to Public Law 87–483, $357,132,000, to re-
main available until expended: Provided, 
That such amounts as may be available for 
the construction of the Navajo Indian Irriga-
tion Project may be transferred to the Bu-
reau of Reclamation: Provided further, That 
not to exceed 6 percent of contract authority 
available to the Bureau of Indian Affairs 
from the Federal Highway Trust Fund may 
be used to cover the road program manage-
ment costs of the Bureau: Provided further, 
That any funds provided for the Safety of 
Dams program pursuant to 25 U.S.C. 13 shall 
be made available on a nonreimbursable 
basis: Provided further, That for fiscal year 
2002, in implementing new construction or 
facilities improvement and repair project 
grants in excess of $100,000 that are provided 
to tribally controlled grant schools under 
Public Law 100–297, as amended, the Sec-
retary of the Interior shall use the Adminis-
trative and Audit Requirements and Cost 
Principles for Assistance Programs con-
tained in 43 CFR part 12 as the regulatory re-
quirements: Provided further, That such 
grants shall not be subject to section 12.61 of 
43 CFR; the Secretary and the grantee shall 
negotiate and determine a schedule of pay-
ments for the work to be performed: Provided 
further, That in considering applications, the 
Secretary shall consider whether the Indian 
tribe or tribal organization would be defi-
cient in assuring that the construction 
projects conform to applicable building 
standards and codes and Federal, tribal, or 
State health and safety standards as re-
quired by 25 U.S.C. 2005(a), with respect to 
organizational and financial management 
capabilities: Provided further, That if the 
Secretary declines an application, the Sec-
retary shall follow the requirements con-
tained in 25 U.S.C. 2505(f): Provided further, 
That any disputes between the Secretary and 
any grantee concerning a grant shall be sub-
ject to the disputes provision in 25 U.S.C. 
2508(e): Provided further, That notwith-
standing any other provision of law, not to 
exceed $450,000 in collections from settle-
ments between the United States and con-
tractors concerning the Dunseith Day School 
are to be made available for school construc-
tion in fiscal year 2002 and thereafter. 

INDIAN LAND AND WATER CLAIM SETTLEMENTS 
AND MISCELLANEOUS PAYMENTS TO INDIANS 

For miscellaneous payments to Indian 
tribes and individuals and for necessary ad-
ministrative expenses, $60,949,000, to remain 
available until expended; of which $24,870,000 
shall be available for implementation of en-
acted Indian land and water claim settle-
ments pursuant to Public Laws 101–618 and 
102–575, and for implementation of other en-
acted water rights settlements; of which 
$7,950,000 shall be available for future water 
supplies facilities under Public Law 106–163; 
of which $21,875,000 shall be available pursu-
ant to Public Laws 99–264, 100–580, 106–263, 
106–425, 106–554, and 106–568; and of which 
$6,254,000 shall be available for the consent 
decree entered by the U.S. District Court, 
Western District of Michigan in United 
States v. Michigan, Case No. 2:73 CV 26. 

INDIAN GUARANTEED LOAN PROGRAM ACCOUNT 

For the cost of guaranteed loans, $4,500,000, 
as authorized by the Indian Financing Act of 
1974, as amended: Provided, That such costs, 
including the cost of modifying such loans, 
shall be as defined in section 502 of the Con-

gressional Budget Act of 1974: Provided fur-
ther, That these funds are available to sub-
sidize total loan principal, any part of which 
is to be guaranteed, not to exceed $75,000,000. 

In addition, for administrative expenses to 
carry out the guaranteed loan programs, 
$486,000. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS 
The Bureau of Indian Affairs may carry 

out the operation of Indian programs by di-
rect expenditure, contracts, cooperative 
agreements, compacts and grants, either di-
rectly or in cooperation with States and 
other organizations. 

Appropriations for the Bureau of Indian 
Affairs (except the revolving fund for loans, 
the Indian loan guarantee and insurance 
fund, and the Indian Guaranteed Loan Pro-
gram account) shall be available for expenses 
of exhibits, and purchase of not to exceed 229 
passenger motor vehicles, of which not to ex-
ceed 187 shall be for replacement only. 

Notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, no funds available to the Bureau of In-
dian Affairs for central office operations, 
pooled overhead general administration (ex-
cept facilities operations and maintenance), 
or provided to implement the recommenda-
tions of the National Academy of Public Ad-
ministration’s August 1999 report shall be 
available for tribal contracts, grants, com-
pacts, or cooperative agreements with the 
Bureau of Indian Affairs under the provisions 
of the Indian Self-Determination Act or the 
Tribal Self-Governance Act of 1994 (Public 
Law 103–413). 

In the event any tribe returns appropria-
tions made available by this Act to the Bu-
reau of Indian Affairs for distribution to 
other tribes, this action shall not diminish 
the Federal Government’s trust responsi-
bility to that tribe, or the government-to- 
government relationship between the United 
States and that tribe, or that tribe’s ability 
to access future appropriations. 

Notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, no funds available to the Bureau, other 
than the amounts provided herein for assist-
ance to public schools under 25 U.S.C. 452 et 
seq., shall be available to support the oper-
ation of any elementary or secondary school 
in the State of Alaska. 

Appropriations made available in this or 
any other Act for schools funded by the Bu-
reau shall be available only to the schools in 
the Bureau school system as of September 1, 
1996. No funds available to the Bureau shall 
be used to support expanded grades for any 
school or dormitory beyond the grade struc-
ture in place or approved by the Secretary of 
the Interior at each school in the Bureau 
school system as of October 1, 1995. Funds 
made available under this Act may not be 
used to establish a charter school at a Bu-
reau-funded school (as that term is defined 
in section 1146 of the Education Amendments 
of 1978 (25 U.S.C. 2026)), except that a charter 
school that is in existence on the date of the 
enactment of this Act and that has operated 
at a Bureau-funded school before September 
1, 1999, may continue to operate during that 
period, but only if the charter school pays to 
the Bureau a pro rata share of funds to reim-
burse the Bureau for the use of the real and 
personal property (including buses and vans), 
the funds of the charter school are kept sepa-
rate and apart from Bureau funds, and the 
Bureau does not assume any obligation for 
charter school programs of the State in 
which the school is located if the charter 
school loses such funding. Employees of Bu-
reau-funded schools sharing a campus with a 
charter school and performing functions re-
lated to the charter school’s operation and 
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employees of a charter school shall not be 
treated as Federal employees for purposes of 
chapter 171 of title 28, United States Code 
(commonly known as the ‘‘Federal Tort 
Claims Act’’). 

DEPARTMENTAL OFFICES 

INSULAR AFFAIRS 

ASSISTANCE TO TERRITORIES 

For expenses necessary for assistance to 
territories under the jurisdiction of the De-
partment of the Interior, $72,289,000, of 
which: (1) $67,761,000 shall be available until 
expended for technical assistance, including 
maintenance assistance, disaster assistance, 
insular management controls, coral reef ini-
tiative activities, and brown tree snake con-
trol and research; grants to the judiciary in 
American Samoa for compensation and ex-
penses, as authorized by law (48 U.S.C. 
1661(c)); grants to the Government of Amer-
ican Samoa, in addition to current local rev-
enues, for construction and support of gov-
ernmental functions; grants to the Govern-
ment of the Virgin Islands as authorized by 
law; grants to the Government of Guam, as 
authorized by law; and grants to the Govern-
ment of the Northern Mariana Islands as au-
thorized by law (Public Law 94–241; 90 Stat. 
272); and (2) $4,528,000 shall be available for 
salaries and expenses of the Office of Insular 
Affairs: Provided, That all financial trans-
actions of the territorial and local govern-
ments herein provided for, including such 
transactions of all agencies or instrumental-
ities established or used by such govern-
ments, may be audited by the General Ac-
counting Office, at its discretion, in accord-
ance with chapter 35 of title 31, United 
States Code: Provided further, That Northern 
Mariana Islands Covenant grant funding 
shall be provided according to those terms of 
the Agreement of the Special Representa-
tives on Future United States Financial As-
sistance for the Northern Mariana Islands 
approved by Public Law 104–134: Provided fur-
ther, That of the funds provided herein for 
American Samoa government operations, 
the Secretary is directed to use up to $20,000 
to increase compensation of the American 
Samoa High Court Justices: Provided further, 
That of the amounts provided for technical 
assistance, not to exceed $1,339,000 shall be 
made available for transfer to the Disaster 
Assistance Direct Loan Financing Account 
of the Federal Emergency Management 
Agency for the purpose of covering the cost 
of forgiving the repayment obligation of the 
Government of the Virgin Islands on Com-
munity Disaster Loan 841, as required by sec-
tion 504 of the Congressional Budget Act of 
1974, as amended (2 U.S.C. 661c): Provided fur-
ther, That to the extent that the cost of for-
giving the repayment obligation exceeds the 
$1,339,000 provided in this Act, the Secretary 
of the Interior shall transfer up to $2,161,000 
of unexpended appropriations for U.S. Virgin 
Islands construction grants provided pursu-
ant to Public Law 102–154 to the Federal 
Emergency Management Agency to meet the 
full costs associated with forgiveness of the 
Hurricane Hugo Community Disaster Loan: 
Provided further, That of the amounts pro-
vided for technical assistance, sufficient 
funding shall be made available for a grant 
to the Close Up Foundation: Provided further, 
That the funds for the program of operations 
and maintenance improvement are appro-
priated to institutionalize routine operations 
and maintenance improvement of capital in-
frastructure (with territorial participation 
and cost sharing to be determined by the 
Secretary based on the grantees commit-
ment to timely maintenance of its capital 

assets): Provided further, That any appropria-
tion for disaster assistance under this head-
ing in this Act or previous appropriations 
Acts may be used as non-Federal matching 
funds for the purpose of hazard mitigation 
grants provided pursuant to section 404 of 
the Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief and 
Emergency Assistance Act (42 U.S.C. 5170c). 

COMPACT OF FREE ASSOCIATION 
For economic assistance and necessary ex-

penses for the Federated States of Micro-
nesia and the Republic of the Marshall Is-
lands as provided for in sections 122, 221, 223, 
232, and 233 of the Compact of Free Associa-
tion, and for economic assistance and nec-
essary expenses for the Republic of Palau as 
provided for in sections 122, 221, 223, 232, and 
233 of the Compact of Free Association, 
$23,245,000, to remain available until ex-
pended, as authorized by Public Law 99–239 
and Public Law 99–658. 

DEPARTMENTAL MANAGEMENT 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses for management of 
the Department of the Interior, $64,177,000, of 
which not to exceed $8,500 may be for official 
reception and representation expenses, of 
which up to $1,000,000 shall be available for 
workers compensation payments and unem-
ployment compensation payments associated 
with the orderly closure of the United States 
Bureau of Mines. 

OFFICE OF THE SOLICITOR 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the Office of the 
Solicitor, $45,000,000. 

OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the Office of In-
spector General, $30,490,000. 

OFFICE OF SPECIAL TRUSTEE FOR AMERICAN 
INDIANS 

FEDERAL TRUST PROGRAMS 
For operation of trust programs for Indi-

ans by direct expenditure, contracts, cooper-
ative agreements, compacts, and grants, 
$99,224,000, to remain available until ex-
pended: Provided, That funds for trust man-
agement improvements may be transferred, 
as needed, to the Bureau of Indian Affairs 
‘‘Operation of Indian Programs’’ account and 
to the Departmental Management ‘‘Salaries 
and Expenses’’ account: Provided further, 
That funds made available to Tribes and 
Tribal organizations through contracts or 
grants obligated during fiscal year 2002, as 
authorized by the Indian Self-Determination 
Act of 1975 (25 U.S.C. 450 et seq.), shall re-
main available until expended by the con-
tractor or grantee: Provided further, That 
notwithstanding any other provision of law, 
the statute of limitations shall not com-
mence to run on any claim, including any 
claim in litigation pending on the date of the 
enactment of this Act, concerning losses to 
or mismanagement of trust funds, until the 
affected tribe or individual Indian has been 
furnished with an accounting of such funds 
from which the beneficiary can determine 
whether there has been a loss: Provided fur-
ther, That notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, the Secretary shall not be re-
quired to provide a quarterly statement of 
performance for any Indian trust account 
that has not had activity for at least 18 
months and has a balance of $1.00 or less: 
Provided further, That the Secretary shall 
issue an annual account statement and 
maintain a record of any such accounts and 
shall permit the balance in each such ac-
count to be withdrawn upon the express writ-
ten request of the account holder. 

INDIAN LAND CONSOLIDATION 
For consolidation of fractional interests in 

Indian lands and expenses associated with re-
determining and redistributing escheated in-
terests in allotted lands, and for necessary 
expenses to carry out the Indian Land Con-
solidation Act of 1983, as amended, by direct 
expenditure or cooperative agreement, 
$10,980,000, to remain available until ex-
pended and which may be transferred to the 
Bureau of Indian Affairs and Departmental 
Management. 

NATURAL RESOURCE DAMAGE ASSESSMENT 
AND RESTORATION 

NATURAL RESOURCE DAMAGE ASSESSMENT FUND 
To conduct natural resource damage as-

sessment activities by the Department of the 
Interior necessary to carry out the provi-
sions of the Comprehensive Environmental 
Response, Compensation, and Liability Act, 
as amended (42 U.S.C. 9601 et seq.), Federal 
Water Pollution Control Act, as amended (33 
U.S.C. 1251 et seq.), the Oil Pollution Act of 
1990 (Public Law 101–380) (33 U.S.C. 2701 et 
seq.), and Public Law 101–337, as amended (16 
U.S.C. 19jj et seq.), $5,497,000, to remain 
available until expended. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS 
There is hereby authorized for acquisition 

from available resources within the Working 
Capital Fund, 15 aircraft, 10 of which shall be 
for replacement and which may be obtained 
by donation, purchase or through available 
excess surplus property: Provided, That not-
withstanding any other provision of law, ex-
isting aircraft being replaced may be sold, 
with proceeds derived or trade-in value used 
to offset the purchase price for the replace-
ment aircraft: Provided further, That no pro-
grams funded with appropriated funds in the 
‘‘Departmental Management’’, ‘‘Office of the 
Solicitor’’, and ‘‘Office of Inspector General’’ 
may be augmented through the Working 
Capital Fund or the Consolidated Working 
Fund. 
GENERAL PROVISIONS, DEPARTMENT OF 

THE INTERIOR 
SEC. 101. Appropriations made in this title 

shall be available for expenditure or transfer 
(within each bureau or office), with the ap-
proval of the Secretary, for the emergency 
reconstruction, replacement, or repair of air-
craft, buildings, utilities, or other facilities 
or equipment damaged or destroyed by fire, 
flood, storm, or other unavoidable causes: 
Provided, That no funds shall be made avail-
able under this authority until funds specifi-
cally made available to the Department of 
the Interior for emergencies shall have been 
exhausted: Provided further, That all funds 
used pursuant to this section are hereby des-
ignated by Congress to be ‘‘emergency re-
quirements’’ pursuant to section 251(b)(2)(A) 
of the Balanced Budget and Emergency Def-
icit Control Act of 1985, and must be replen-
ished by a supplemental appropriation which 
must be requested as promptly as possible. 

SEC. 102. The Secretary may authorize the 
expenditure or transfer of any no year appro-
priation in this title, in addition to the 
amounts included in the budget programs of 
the several agencies, for the suppression or 
emergency prevention of wildland fires on or 
threatening lands under the jurisdiction of 
the Department of the Interior; for the emer-
gency rehabilitation of burned-over lands 
under its jurisdiction; for emergency actions 
related to potential or actual earthquakes, 
floods, volcanoes, storms, or other unavoid-
able causes; for contingency planning subse-
quent to actual oil spills; for response and 
natural resource damage assessment activi-
ties related to actual oil spills; for the pre-
vention, suppression, and control of actual 
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or potential grasshopper and Mormon crick-
et outbreaks on lands under the jurisdiction 
of the Secretary, pursuant to the authority 
in section 1773(b) of Public Law 99–198 (99 
Stat. 1658); for emergency reclamation 
projects under section 410 of Public Law 95– 
87; and shall transfer, from any no year funds 
available to the Office of Surface Mining 
Reclamation and Enforcement, such funds as 
may be necessary to permit assumption of 
regulatory authority in the event a primacy 
State is not carrying out the regulatory pro-
visions of the Surface Mining Act: Provided, 
That appropriations made in this title for 
wildland fire operations shall be available 
for the payment of obligations incurred dur-
ing the preceding fiscal year, and for reim-
bursement to other Federal agencies for de-
struction of vehicles, aircraft, or other 
equipment in connection with their use for 
wildland fire operations, such reimburse-
ment to be credited to appropriations cur-
rently available at the time of receipt there-
of: Provided further, That for wildland fire op-
erations, no funds shall be made available 
under this authority until the Secretary de-
termines that funds appropriated for 
‘‘wildland fire operations’’ shall be exhausted 
within thirty days: Provided further, That all 
funds used pursuant to this section are here-
by designated by Congress to be ‘‘emergency 
requirements’’ pursuant to section 
251(b)(2)(A) of the Balanced Budget and 
Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985, and 
must be replenished by a supplemental ap-
propriation which must be requested as 
promptly as possible: Provided further, That 
such replenishment funds shall be used to re-
imburse, on a pro rata basis, accounts from 
which emergency funds were transferred. 

SEC. 103. Appropriations made in this title 
shall be available for operation of ware-
houses, garages, shops, and similar facilities, 
wherever consolidation of activities will con-
tribute to efficiency or economy, and said 
appropriations shall be reimbursed for serv-
ices rendered to any other activity in the 
same manner as authorized by sections 1535 
and 1536 of title 31, United States Code: Pro-
vided, That reimbursements for costs and 
supplies, materials, equipment, and for serv-
ices rendered may be credited to the appro-
priation current at the time such reimburse-
ments are received. 

SEC. 104. Appropriations made to the De-
partment of the Interior in this title shall be 
available for services as authorized by 5 
U.S.C. 3109, when authorized by the Sec-
retary, in total amount not to exceed 
$500,000; hire, maintenance, and operation of 
aircraft; hire of passenger motor vehicles; 
purchase of reprints; payment for telephone 
service in private residences in the field, 
when authorized under regulations approved 
by the Secretary; and the payment of dues, 
when authorized by the Secretary, for li-
brary membership in societies or associa-
tions which issue publications to members 
only or at a price to members lower than to 
subscribers who are not members. 

SEC. 105. Appropriations available to the 
Department of the Interior for salaries and 
expenses shall be available for uniforms or 
allowances therefor, as authorized by law (5 
U.S.C. 5901–5902 and D.C. Code 4–204). 

SEC. 106. Annual appropriations made in 
this title shall be available for obligation in 
connection with contracts issued for services 
or rentals for periods not in excess of 12 
months beginning at any time during the fis-
cal year. 

SEC. 107. No funds provided in this title 
may be expended by the Department of the 
Interior for the conduct of offshore leasing 

and related activities placed under restric-
tion in the President’s moratorium state-
ment of June 12, 1998, in the areas of north-
ern, central, and southern California; the 
North Atlantic; Washington and Oregon; the 
eastern Gulf of Mexico south of 26 degrees 
north latitude and east of 86 degrees west 
longitude. 

SEC. 108. No funds provided in this title 
may be expended by the Department of the 
Interior for the conduct of offshore oil and 
natural gas preleasing, leasing, and related 
activities, on lands within the North Aleu-
tian Basin planning area. 

SEC. 109. No funds provided in this title 
may be expended by the Department of the 
Interior to conduct offshore oil and natural 
gas preleasing, leasing and related activities 
in the eastern Gulf of Mexico planning area 
for any lands located outside Sale 181, as 
identified in the final Outer Continental 
Shelf 5-Year Oil and Gas Leasing Program, 
1997–2002. 

SEC. 110. No funds provided in this title 
may be expended by the Department of the 
Interior to conduct oil and natural gas 
preleasing, leasing and related activities in 
the Mid-Atlantic and South Atlantic plan-
ning areas. 

SEC. 111. Advance payments made under 
this title to Indian tribes, tribal organiza-
tions, and tribal consortia pursuant to the 
Indian Self-Determination and Education 
Assistance Act (25 U.S.C. 450 et seq.) or the 
Tribally Controlled Schools Act of 1988 (25 
U.S.C. 2501 et seq.) may be invested by the 
Indian tribe, tribal organization, or consor-
tium before such funds are expended for the 
purposes of the grant, compact, or annual 
funding agreement so long as such funds 
are— 

(1) invested by the Indian tribe, tribal or-
ganization, or consortium only in obliga-
tions of the United States, or in obligations 
or securities that are guaranteed or insured 
by the United States, or mutual (or other) 
funds registered with the Securities and Ex-
change Commission and which only invest in 
obligations of the United States or securities 
that are guaranteed or insured by the United 
States; or 

(2) deposited only into accounts that are 
insured by an agency or instrumentality of 
the United States, or are fully collateralized 
to ensure protection of the funds, even in the 
event of a bank failure. 

SEC. 112. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sions of law, the National Park Service shall 
not develop or implement a reduced entrance 
fee program to accommodate non-local trav-
el through a unit. The Secretary may pro-
vide for and regulate local non-recreational 
passage through units of the National Park 
System, allowing each unit to develop guide-
lines and permits for such activity appro-
priate to that unit. 

SEC. 113. Appropriations made in this Act 
under the headings Bureau of Indian Affairs 
and Office of Special Trustee for American 
Indians and any available unobligated bal-
ances from prior appropriations Acts made 
under the same headings, shall be available 
for expenditure or transfer for Indian trust 
management activities pursuant to the 
Trust Management Improvement Project 
High Level Implementation Plan. 

SEC. 114. A grazing permit or lease that ex-
pires (or is transferred) during fiscal year 
2002 shall be renewed under section 402 of the 
Federal Land Policy and Management Act of 
1976, as amended (43 U.S.C. 1752) or if applica-
ble, section 510 of the California Desert Pro-
tection Act (16 U.S.C. 410aaa–50). The terms 
and conditions contained in the expiring per-

mit or lease shall continue in effect under 
the new permit or lease until such time as 
the Secretary of the Interior completes proc-
essing of such permit or lease in compliance 
with all applicable laws and regulations, at 
which time such permit or lease may be can-
celed, suspended or modified, in whole or in 
part, to meet the requirements of such appli-
cable laws and regulations. Nothing in this 
section shall be deemed to alter the Sec-
retary’s statutory authority. 

SEC. 115. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, for the purpose of reducing the 
backlog of Indian probate cases in the De-
partment of the Interior, the hearing re-
quirements of chapter 10 of title 25, United 
States Code, are deemed satisfied by a pro-
ceeding conducted by an Indian probate 
judge, appointed by the Secretary without 
regard to the provisions of title 5, United 
States Code, governing the appointments in 
the competitive service, for such period of 
time as the Secretary determines necessary: 
Provided, That the basic pay of an Indian 
probate judge so appointed may be fixed by 
the Secretary without regard to the provi-
sions of chapter 51, and subchapter III of 
chapter 53 of title 5, United States Code, gov-
erning the classification and pay of General 
Schedule employees, except that no such In-
dian probate judge may be paid at a level 
which exceeds the maximum rate payable for 
the highest grade of the General Schedule, 
including locality pay. 

SEC. 116. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, the Secretary of the Interior is 
authorized to redistribute any Tribal Pri-
ority Allocation funds, including tribal base 
funds, to alleviate tribal funding inequities 
by transferring funds to address identified, 
unmet needs, dual enrollment, overlapping 
service areas or inaccurate distribution 
methodologies. No tribe shall receive a re-
duction in Tribal Priority Allocation funds 
of more than 10 percent in fiscal year 2002. 
Under circumstances of dual enrollment, 
overlapping service areas or inaccurate dis-
tribution methodologies, the 10 percent limi-
tation does not apply. 

SEC. 117. None of the funds in this Act may 
be used to establish a new National Wildlife 
Refuge in the Kankakee River basin that is 
inconsistent with the United States Army 
Corps of Engineers’ efforts to control flood-
ing and siltation in that area. Written cer-
tification of consistency shall be submitted 
to the House and Senate Committees on Ap-
propriations prior to refuge establishment. 

SEC. 118. Funds appropriated for the Bu-
reau of Indian Affairs for postsecondary 
schools for fiscal year 2002 shall be allocated 
among the schools proportionate to the 
unmet need of the schools as determined by 
the Postsecondary Funding Formula adopted 
by the Office of Indian Education Programs. 

SEC. 119. (a) The Secretary of the Interior 
shall take such action as may be necessary 
to ensure that the lands comprising the 
Huron Cemetery in Kansas City, Kansas (as 
described in section 123 of Public Law 106– 
291) are used only in accordance with this 
section. 

(b) The lands of the Huron Cemetery shall 
be used only (1) for religious and cultural 
uses that are compatible with the use of the 
lands as a cemetery, and (2) as a burial 
ground. 

SEC. 120. No funds appropriated for the De-
partment of the Interior by this Act or any 
other Act shall be used to study or imple-
ment any plan to drain Lake Powell or to re-
duce the water level of the lake below the 
range of water levels required for the oper-
ation of the Glen Canyon Dam. 
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SEC. 121. Notwithstanding any other provi-

sion of law, in conveying the Twin Cities Re-
search Center under the authority provided 
by Public Law 104–134, as amended by Public 
Law 104–208, the Secretary may accept and 
retain land and other forms of reimburse-
ment: Provided, That the Secretary may re-
tain and use any such reimbursement until 
expended and without further appropriation: 
(1) for the benefit of the National Wildlife 
Refuge System within the State of Min-
nesota; and (2) for all activities authorized 
by Public Law 100–696; 16 U.S.C. 460zz. 

SEC. 122. Section 412(b) of the National 
Parks Omnibus Management Act of 1998, as 
amended (16 U.S.C. 5961) is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘2001’’ and inserting ‘‘2002’’. 

SEC. 123. Notwithstanding other provisions 
of law, the National Park Service may au-
thorize, through cooperative agreement, the 
Golden Gate National Parks Association to 
provide fee-based education, interpretive and 
visitor service functions within the Crissy 
Field and Fort Point areas of the Presidio. 

SEC. 124. Notwithstanding 31 U.S.C. 3302(b), 
sums received by the Bureau of Land Man-
agement for the sale of seeds or seedlings in-
cluding those collected in fiscal year 2001, 
may be credited to the appropriation from 
which funds were expended to acquire or 
grow the seeds or seedlings and are available 
without fiscal year limitation. 

SEC. 125. TRIBAL SCHOOL CONSTRUCTION 
DEMONSTRATION PROGRAM. (a) DEFINITIONS.— 
In this section: 

(1) CONSTRUCTION.—The term ‘‘construc-
tion’’, with respect to a tribally controlled 
school, includes the construction or renova-
tion of that school. 

(2) INDIAN TRIBE.—The term ‘‘Indian tribe’’ 
has the meaning given that term in section 
4(e) of the Indian Self-Determination and 
Education Assistance Act (25 U.S.C. 450b(e)). 

(3) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of the Interior. 

(4) TRIBALLY CONTROLLED SCHOOL.—The 
term ‘‘tribally controlled school’’ has the 
meaning given that term in section 5212 of 
the Tribally Controlled Schools Act of 1988 
(25 U.S.C. 2511). 

(5) DEPARTMENT.—The term ‘‘Department’’ 
means the Department of the Interior. 

(6) DEMONSTRATION PROGRAM.—The term 
‘‘demonstration program’’ means the Tribal 
School Construction Demonstration Pro-
gram. 

(b) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall carry 
out a demonstration program to provide 
grants to Indian tribes for the construction 
of tribally controlled schools. 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to the avail-
ability of appropriations, in carrying out the 
demonstration program under subsection (b), 
the Secretary shall award a grant to each In-
dian tribe that submits an application that 
is approved by the Secretary under para-
graph (2). The Secretary shall ensure that an 
eligible Indian tribe currently on the Depart-
ment’s priority list for construction of re-
placement educational facilities receives the 
highest priority for a grant under this sec-
tion. 

(2) GRANT APPLICATIONS.—An application 
for a grant under the section shall— 

(A) include a proposal for the construction 
of a tribally controlled school of the Indian 
tribe that submits the application; and 

(B) be in such form as the Secretary deter-
mines appropriate. 

(3) GRANT AGREEMENT.—As a condition to 
receiving a grant under this section, the In-
dian tribe shall enter into an agreement with 
the Secretary that specifies— 

(A) the costs of construction under the 
grant; 

(B) that the Indian tribe shall be required 
to contribute towards the cost of the con-
struction a tribal share equal to 50 percent of 
the costs; and 

(C) any other term or condition that the 
Secretary determines to be appropriate. 

(4) ELIGIBILITY.—Grants awarded under the 
demonstration program shall only be for 
construction of replacement tribally con-
trolled schools. 

(c) EFFECT OF GRANT.—A grant received 
under this section shall be in addition to any 
other funds received by an Indian tribe under 
any other provision of law. The receipt of a 
grant under this section shall not affect the 
eligibility of an Indian tribe receiving fund-
ing, or the amount of funding received by the 
Indian tribe, under the Tribally Controlled 
Schools Act of 1988 (25 U.S.C. 2501 et seq.) or 
the Indian Self-Determination and Edu-
cation Assistance Act (25 U.S.C. 450 et seq.). 

SEC. 126. WHITE RIVER OIL SHALE MINE, 
UTAH. (a) SALE.—The Administrator of Gen-
eral Services (referred to in this section as 
the ‘‘Administrator’’) shall sell all right, 
title, and interest of the United States in 
and to the improvements and equipment de-
scribed in subsection (b) that are situated on 
the land described in subsection (c) (referred 
to in this section as the ‘‘Mine’’). 

(b) DESCRIPTION OF IMPROVEMENTS AND 
EQUIPMENT.—The improvements and equip-
ment referred to in subsection (a) are the fol-
lowing improvements and equipment associ-
ated with the Mine: 

(1) Mine Service Building. 
(2) Sewage Treatment Building. 
(3) Electrical Switchgear Building. 
(4) Water Treatment Building/Plant. 
(5) Ventilation/Fan Building. 
(6) Water Storage Tanks. 
(7) Mine Hoist Cage and Headframe. 
(8) Miscellaneous Mine-related equipment. 
(c) DESCRIPTION OF LAND.—The land re-

ferred to in subsection (a) is the land located 
in Uintah County, Utah, known as the 
‘‘White River Oil Shale Mine’’ and described 
as follows: 

(1) T. 10 S., R. 24 E., Salt Lake Meridian, 
sections 12 through 14, 19 through 30, 33, and 
34. 

(2) T. 10 S., R. 25 E., Salt Lake Meridian, 
sections 18 and 19. 

(d) USE OF PROCEEDS.—The proceeds of the 
sale under subsection (a)— 

(1) shall be deposited in a special account 
in the Treasury of the United States; and 

(2) shall be available until expended, with-
out further Act of appropriation— 

(A) first, to reimburse the Administrator 
for the direct costs of the sale; and 

(B) second, to reimburse the Bureau of 
Land Management Utah State Office for the 
costs of closing and rehabilitating the Mine. 

(e) MINE CLOSURE AND REHABILITATION.— 
The closing and rehabilitation of the Mine 
(including closing of the mine shafts, site 
grading, and surface revegetation) shall be 
conducted in accordance with— 

(1) the regulatory requirements of the 
State of Utah, the Mine Safety and Health 
Administration, and the Occupational Safety 
and Health Administration; and 

(2) other applicable law. 

b 1045 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. POMBO 

Mr. POMBO. Mr. Chairman, I offer an 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. POMBO: 
Page 17, line 24, insert before the period 

the following: 

: Provided, That, of such funds, $1,000,000 
shall be for the Banta-Carbona Irrigation 
District Fish Screen Project in Tracy, Cali-
fornia. 

Mr. SKEEN. Mr. Chairman, I reserve 
a point of order on the gentleman’s 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN pro tempore (Mr. 
ISAKSON). The gentleman reserves a 
point of order. 

Mr. POMBO. Mr. Chairman, I rise to 
offer this amendment after which I 
plan to withdraw it. 

Mr. Chairman, my amendment would 
redirect $1 million from the Coopera-
tive Endangered Species Conservation 
Fund to the Banta-Carbona Irrigation 
District in Tracy, California, for a fish 
screen project located at the entrance 
to the Banta-Carbona Irrigation Dis-
trict intake channel on the San Joa-
quin River. 

This is a very simple amendment 
which would provide much needed fi-
nancial assistance to help defray the 
construction, operating and mainte-
nance costs of this fish screen. 

Let me point out that the Banta- 
Carbona Irrigation District is required 
by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service to 
put in a fish screen facility on the San 
Joaquin River to protect the delta 
smelt, the steelhead, the fall run chi-
nook salmon and the splittail. All of 
these fish are either endangered or 
threatened species and fall under the 
authority of U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service or the National Marine Fish-
eries Service. Without the fish screen 
project, the Banta-Carbona Irrigation 
District’s agricultural water diversions 
could be shut down by these Federal 
agencies. 

Mr. Chairman, the Banta-Carbona Ir-
rigation District is facing a reduced al-
location of water from the Central Val-
ley Project. To make matters worse, 
high energy costs in California coupled 
with low agricultural commodity 
prices have made it nearly impossible 
for the water users to pay for the cap-
ital, operating and maintenance costs 
of a fish screen facility. 

The bottom line is, Mr. Chairman, 
the Federal Government has required 
the Banta-Carbona Irrigation District 
to facilitate the funding, design, and 
construction of this fish barrier screen 
facility with little or no assistance. 

Under the ESA, the Federal Govern-
ment continues to require farmers, 
ranchers, landowners, irrigation dis-
tricts, and local government and com-
munities to spend millions of dollars to 
protect endangered species. In fact, let 
me point out to my colleagues the mil-
lions of dollars that the county hos-
pital in Riverside, California, had to 
spend to protect a fly. And how about 
the millions of dollars homebuilders 
and ranchers in my district are spend-
ing to protect the fairy shrimp, a quar-
ter-inch crustacean that lives in pools 
of water which we normally call mud 
puddles. 
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Mr. Chairman, this is real money 

that could be used to help individuals 
offset the costs of their high utility 
bills. Further, this is real money that 
is being diverted away from the State 
and local government’s education, in-
frastructure, and health care budgets. I 
am convinced that the only species 
that is benefiting from this process is 
the cash cow, being milked by the 
agencies and environmental lawyers. 
The truth is, contrary to claims made 
by the green conflict industry, people 
who own property do care about the 
survival of valued species and the 
health of our environment. 

Quite frankly, Mr. Chairman, this is 
another example of why the Endan-
gered Species Act is not working. The 
act has failed to save species; it has 
caused acrimony and gridlock, gen-
erated endless litigation; it has cost 
the American taxpayer and private- 
property owner hundreds of billions of 
dollars in wasted effort; and it has mis-
appropriated property and lost produc-
tion. 

All of these problems, Mr. Chairman, 
and the act has not even been author-
ized for nearly a decade. I simply can-
not stand by quietly as farmers and 
ranchers, families and businesses, espe-
cially those in the West who depend on 
natural resources for a living, suffer for 
no constructive purpose. The time has 
come to make human species as impor-
tant as the Endangered Species Act 
equation. 

Mr. Chairman, it is time to take back 
our economic and constitutional 
rights. Ensuring that the Banta- 
Carbona Irrigation District receives 
Federal assistance for the fish screen 
project will do such a thing by holding 
the Federal Government accountable 
for its actions. I urge my colleagues to 
do the right thing to correct this injus-
tice. 

I have worked with the gentleman 
from New Mexico in the past several 
years on these issues. I intend to con-
tinue working with him. I know that if 
it were up to him totally that we would 
take care of these problems posthaste; 
but in light of the situation we are in 
right now, I respectfully withdraw my 
amendment at this point. 

The CHAIRMAN pro tempore. With-
out objection, the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from California (Mr. 
POMBO) is withdrawn. 

There was no objection. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MS. SLAUGHTER 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Chairman, I 
offer an amendment, pursuant to 
clause 2(f) of rule XXI. 

The CHAIRMAN pro tempore. The 
Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Ms. SLAUGHTER: 
On page 49, line 22 after the number 

‘‘$64,177,000’’ insert ‘‘(reduced by $9,000,000)’’. 
On page 69, line 12 after the number 

‘‘$1,326,445,000’’ insert ‘‘(reduced by 
$6,000,000)’’. 

On page 109, line 21 strike ‘‘$104,882,000’’ 
and insert ‘‘$107,882,000’’. 

On page 110, line 19 strike ‘‘$24,899,000’’ and 
insert ‘‘$26,899,000’’. 

On page 110, line 24 strike ‘‘$7,000,000’’ and 
insert ‘‘$17,000,000’’. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER (during the read-
ing). Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent that the amendment be consid-
ered as read and printed in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN pro tempore. Is 
there objection to the request of the 
gentlewoman from New York? 

There was no objection. 
Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Chairman, 

these amendments would provide a 
funding increase to three agencies that 
most certainly deserve it: the National 
Endowment for the Arts, the National 
Endowment for the Humanities, and 
the Institute of Museum and Library 
Services. 

In fiscal year 1996, the arts and hu-
manities sustained massive funding 
cuts. The budgets of NEA and NEH 
were slashed by 40 percent. The Con-
gressional Arts Caucus waged a suc-
cessful battle to save both of them 
from annihilation, but neither one has 
fully recovered from the cuts. Last 
year, we won the first budget increase 
for the agencies in nearly a decade. The 
fiscal year 2001 budget contained an ad-
ditional $7 million for the NEA’s Chal-
lenge America initiative, as well as in-
creases of $5 million and $2 million for 
NEH and IMLS respectively. It is time 
to reaffirm our Nation’s commitment 
to the arts by providing another mod-
est funding increase for NEA, NEH, and 
IMLS. 

Supporting the arts is not merely a 
matter of being high-minded. The arts 
produce very real benefits for individ-
uals, for communities and for the Na-
tion as a whole, with the greatest posi-
tive impact on our children. For exam-
ple, data from the college entrance 
exam board shows that students who 
took 4 years or more of art and music 
classes outscored their peers on the 
SAT by more than 80 points in 1995, 
1996 and 1997. The arts are an economic 
boon to communities. More tickets are 
sold for art performances than all 
sports events put together and no com-
munity is ever required for an art 
project to build and sustain and sub-
sidize an expensive stadium. 

Some of our Members in this House 
have expressed concern that the arts 
and humanities programs are not fund-
ed in their districts. In fact, even 
though the budget has been depleted, I 
should state again that NEA regularly 
reaches between 290 and 300 congres-
sional districts and is providing a wider 
range of grants thanks to programs 
like ArtsREACH. Last year, Congress 
targeted $7 million to the NEA’s Chal-
lenge America initiative which 
strengthens NEA activity in the 20 
States with the fewest NEA grants. 
That is very important that we con-
tinue. 

I would like to pay a tribute here to 
the present chairman of the NEA, Mr. 

Bill Ivey, who has instituted these and 
many other programs and is staying on 
at the NEA to make sure that his suc-
cessor can have an increase in budget 
so that he can increase these impor-
tant program. I also want to recognize 
the President of the United States, 
George Bush, who said recently at 
Ford’s Theater that the arts are ex-
tremely important to the United 
States and deserve government sup-
port. I thank him for that. 

Similarly, the National Endowment 
for the Humanities is playing a crucial 
role in collecting, preserving, and shar-
ing the Nation’s history. Just last 
year, NEH grants went to projects like 
restoration of Federal War Department 
records which had been partially de-
stroyed by fire covering 1784 to 1800; 
the collection of papers of suffragists 
Elizabeth Cady Stanton and Susan B. 
Anthony; an analysis of artifacts from 
Chickasaw archaeological sites; and 
many, many more. An increase in their 
funding would permit this agency to 
expand its already tremendous impact 
on the Nation’s K to 12 humanities cur-
riculum by offering more seminars for 
teachers and exploring greater possi-
bilities to use technology in the class-
room sorely needed. 

The Institute of Museum and Library 
Services oversees America’s 8,000 muse-
ums and connects schools, libraries, 
and other institutions with the many 
wonderful resources within those muse-
ums. In its April round of conservation 
project support grants, they funded 
proposals ranging from the preserva-
tion of sculptures by African American 
folk artist Felix ‘‘Fox’’ Harris in Beau-
mont, Texas, to a survey of objects im-
portant to the local history of Valdez, 
Alaska. With additional funding, they 
could expand that reach to many wor-
thy grant applications. 

The amendments, as I said, would 
add $10 million to the NEA, $3 million 
to the NEH, and $2 million to IMLS. It 
does so by making a minor cor-
responding reduction in the adminis-
trative budgets of the Department of 
the Interior and U.S. Forest Service. 
My colleagues may not be aware that 
the underlying bill includes more than 
$4 billion for salaries and many billions 
more for other administrative costs 
such as travel, contracting and so on. 
The offset would reduce that budget by 
less than three-tenths of 1 percent. It is 
expected that this reduction will be ab-
sorbed through savings in travel, in 
printing, and normal vacancy rates in 
staffing levels. We have worked ex-
tremely hard to find an offset that 
would be reasonable and responsible. It 
is my firm belief that this offset should 
be acceptable to every Member of Con-
gress. 

When we think about the great civili-
zations of the past, what comes to 
mind? The pyramids of Egypt, a spec-
tacular architectural achievement; the 
sculptures of ancient Rome; the epic 
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poetry of ancient Greece; the cliff art 
and cave paintings of Native Ameri-
cans. As opera singer Beverly Sills 
noted, ‘‘Art is the signature of civiliza-
tions.’’ 

Let us reaffirm Congress’ commit-
ment to our Nation’s artistic and cul-
tural legacy by passing these amend-
ments. 

Mr. SKEEN. Mr. Chairman, I appre-
ciate the position of the Member on 
this amendment, but I oppose this 
amendment. 

The committee-approved bill in-
cludes the President’s request for the 
NEA and NEH. This is a fair amount of 
funding. This level sustains the in-
creases the endowments received last 
year, and there is a small increase for 
fixed costs. 

We should not cut the Interior De-
partment and Forest Service oper-
ations accounts. We have held these op-
erations accounts down and not even 
fully funded them for inflation. Fur-
ther cuts would be very harmful to the 
administration of the national parks, 
forests, refuges, and other programs. 

The Interior bill has many respon-
sibilities. We have a documented back-
log in repairs of over $12 billion. We 
have tried to make prudent invest-
ments in our land management agen-
cies, in Indian programs, and in energy 
research. I ask my colleagues to join 
me and oppose this amendment. 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
support of the amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, the amendment would 
provide an additional $10 million for 
the National Endowment for the Arts, 
bringing their funding up to $115 mil-
lion. I might point out that in 1995 we 
funded the arts at approximately $170 
million, so there has been a dramatic 
reduction in funding for the arts. I 
would say that the National Endow-
ment has done a great job, but it cer-
tainly needs this modest increase. We 
would also increase the National En-
dowment for the Humanities by $3 mil-
lion, taking it up to $123 million. It was 
funded at about $170 million in 1995 as 
well, so this is another one that needs 
help. And, of course, the Museum and 
Library Services, we would increase 
this by $2 million, taking it up to $26.8 
million. 

Since 1996, the Endowments have 
been woefully underfunded, as I have 
stated. The National Endowment for 
the Arts, to be precise, received $162 
million in 1995 and was level funded at 
$98 million until their small increase 
last year. The Humanities were funded 
at $172 million in 1995, yet only re-
ceived $120 million in the fiscal year 
2001 bill. Even with requests from the 
previous administration of $150 million 
for both agencies, we were not able to 
achieve more than a nominal increase. 
I believe it is time that these programs 
receive at least a portion of this re-
quest because of the value they add to 
our country. 

The National Endowment for Human-
ities supports programs that matter 
most, enriching classroom teaching, 
developing programs for public tele-
vision, supporting some of the coun-
try’s finest museum exhibits, pre-
serving invaluable historical materials 
from our past, supporting new research 
by scholars, and partnering with State 
humanities councils across the Nation. 
A small grant from either the National 
Endowment for Humanities or the Na-
tional Endowment for the Arts spurs 
nearly four times that amount of fund-
ing in the private sector. 

But without additional funding, im-
portant programs supported by the 
NEH will not be available. Additional 
funding would also be used to preserve 
endangered recordings of folk music, 
jazz and blues. The National Endow-
ment for Humanities works directly 
with each of the State humanities or-
ganizations and regional centers to 
support critical cultural programs. 
They also help ensure that this infor-
mation is widely distributed into com-
munities through technology like the 
Internet and CD-roms. 

The National Endowment for the 
Arts also receives an increase for the 
work that it does. As I mentioned, the 
NEA received $162 million in 1995, but 
only $105 million last year. This is sim-
ply inadequate. 

b 1100 

I was extremely pleased that we were 
able to reach agreement to provide this 
small increase for the NEA last year, 
adding an additional $7 million for the 
NEA’s Challenge America program. 

The NEA should be commended for 
its work to address criticism and con-
cerns over their funding of controver-
sial grants and for not distributing 
grants in a more geographically even-
handed way throughout the country. 
They have addressed those issues and I 
think have solved them, and much of 
the credit belongs to our sub-
committee, particularly the work of 
our former chairman, the gentleman 
from Ohio (Mr. REGULA), who was in-
sistent that we emphasize quality in 
awarding these grants. 

The Institute for Museum and Li-
brary Services also deserves this small 
increase. Each year our Nation’s 15,000 
museums host 865 million visits, a 50 
percent increase from only a decade 
ago. For the last 25 years, the Institute 
of Museum and Library Services has 
used its modest Federal funds to 
strengthen museum operations, im-
prove care of collections, increase pro-
fessional development opportunities, 
and enhance the community service 
role of museums. 

An additional $2 million for the Insti-
tute of Museum and Library Services 
will have a real impact in our commu-
nities, and I hope my colleagues will 
join me in supporting this increase. It 
is my hope that a favorable vote on 

this amendment will send a message to 
the administration that these three 
areas are greatly deserving of these 
small increases, and we want to say 
that we are pleased that the adminis-
tration was at least willing to support 
last year’s efforts. 

I compliment the gentlewoman from 
New York (Ms. SLAUGHTER) for her 
leadership and her leadership of the 
Arts Caucus. We are going to continue 
this fight. We think it is a worthy one. 
We received some considerable support 
in the other body. I think it is time for 
this House to take a stand in favor of 
support for these three important cul-
tural institutions. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise in support of the 
amendment offered by Ms. SLAUGHTER of New 
York and myself. The amendment seeks to 
raise the level of funding for the National En-
dowment for the Arts, the National Endowment 
of the Humanities and the Institute for Muse-
ums and Library Services. The increases we 
are seeking for the Endowments and the IMLS 
would be offset by small reductions in admin-
istrative costs at the Department of the Interior 
and the Department of Agriculture. 

We had originally planned to offset these 
amounts through a deferral of excess clean 
coal funds as we did last year. Unfortunately 
the Rules Committee did not waive the rule to 
allow this. Instead this amendment makes a 
very small reduction of less than .3 percent in 
administrative costs. We believe these can be 
absorbed with no programmatic impact on 
these agencies. The President’s budget was 
generous in funding administrative costs in-
cluding more than $160 million for the cost of 
the Federal pay raise and the committee has 
added additional funds. This amendment re-
quires that approximately 10 percent of the 
cost of the pay raise be absorbed through 
management efficiencies. Historically the 
amount of pay costs which agencies were 
asked to absorb has averaged in excess of 25 
percent. We believe that most of the cost will 
come from a higher than expected lapse rate, 
the savings which occur when positions which 
are assumed to be funded for all of the year 
are inevitably filled more slowly with substan-
tial savings. This lapse savings is inevitably 
higher than expected when there is a new Ad-
ministration which fills vacancies slowly as is 
the current case. In addition there may be 
some small reductions required in travel, print-
ing and administrative contracts costs. In no 
case should there be any impact on existing 
staff. 

The amendment would: Provide an addi-
tional $10 million for the NEA, bringing them 
up to $115 million; provide an additional $3 
million for the NEH, bringing them up to $123 
million; and provide an additional $2 million for 
the Institute for Museums and Library Services 
(IMLS), bringing them up to $26.8 million. 

Since 1996, the Endowments have been 
woefully underfunded. The National Endow-
ment for the Arts received $162 million in fis-
cal year 1995, and was level funded at $98 
million until their small increase last year. The 
Humanities were funded at $172 million in fis-
cal year 1995, yet only received $120 million 
in the fiscal 2001 bill. Even with requests from 
the previous Administration of $150 million for 
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both agencies, we were not able to achieve 
more than a nominal increase. I believe it is 
time that these programs received at least a 
portion of this request because of the value 
they add to our country. 

The National Endowment for Humanities 
supports programs that matter most—enrich-
ing classroom teaching, developing programs 
for public television, supporting some of the 
country’s finest museum exhibits, preserving 
invaluable historical materials from our past, 
supporting new research by scholars and 
partnering with state humanities councils 
across the Nation. 

A small grant from either the NEH or the 
NEA spurs nearly four times that amount in 
the private sector. 

But without additional funding, important 
programs supported by the NEH will not be 
available. Additional funding would also be 
used to preserve endangered recordings of 
folk music, jazz, and blues. The NEH works 
directly with each of the state humanities orga-
nizations and regional centers to support crit-
ical cultural programs. They also help ensure 
that this information is widely distributed into 
communities through technology like the inter-
net and CD-Roms. 

The NEA also deserves an increase for the 
work that it does. As I mentioned, the NEA re-
ceived $162 million in 1995, but only $105 mil-
lion last year. This simply is inadequate. 

I was extremely pleased that we were able 
to reach agreement to provide the small in-
crease for the NEA last year, adding an addi-
tional $7 million for the NEA’s Challenge 
American Program. The NEA should be com-
mended for its work to address criticisms and 
concerns over their funding of controversial 
grants and for distributing grants in a more 
geographically even-handed way throughout 
the country. 

The Institute for Museums and Library Serv-
ices also deserves this small increase. Each 
year our Nation’s 15,000 museums host 865 
million visits—a 50 percent increase from only 
a decade ago. For the last 25 years IMLS has 
used its modest Federal funds to strengthen 
museum operations, improve care of collec-
tions, increase professional development op-
portunities and enhance the community serv-
ice role of museums. An additional $2 million 
for the IMLS will have a real impact in our 
communities, and I hope my colleagues will 
join me in supporting this increase. 

It is my hope that a favorable vote on this 
amendment will send a message to the Presi-
dent that these three areas are greatly deserv-
ing of these small increases. 

I urge support of the amendment. 
Mr. NUSSLE. Mr. Chairman, I move 

to strike the last word. 
Mr. Chairman, I rise in support of 

H.R. 2217, the Interior appropriations 
bill for fiscal year 2002. It is consistent 
with the budget resolution as required 
under the Congressional Budget Act. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise in support of H.R. 
2217, the Interior appropriations bill for fiscal 
year 2002. This bill is consistent with the 
budget resolution as required under the Con-
gressional Budget Act. 

This is the first of 13 appropriations bills that 
the House will consider under the 302(a) allo-
cation set forth in the concurrent resolution on 
the budget for fiscal year 2002. 

In accordance with the Budget Act, the 
Committee on Appropriations subdivided this 
allocation among its 13 subcommittees earlier 
this week. 

I am confident that the 302(b) allocations 
represent a good faith effort by the Appropria-
tions Committee and its distinguished chair-
man to comply with the overall discretionary 
levels agreed to as part of the budget resolu-
tion. 

As reported, H.R. 2217 provides $18.9 bil-
lion in new budget authority and $17.8 billion 
in outlays for fiscal year 2002. 

The bill does not designate any of the new 
budget authority it provides as an emergency, 
nor does it rescind previously enacted budget 
authority. 

The bill is within the subcommittee on the 
Interior 302(b) allocation and therefore com-
plies with section 302(f) of the Budget Act, 
which prohibits the consideration of appropria-
tion measures that exceed the appropriate 
subcommittee’s 302(b) allocation. 

I would note, however, that the bill changes 
the classification of four fairly small programs 
under the separate spending cap that was 
adopted last year. 

Both the caps and the classification of pro-
grams under those caps is under the jurisdic-
tion of the Budget Committee. Accordingly, the 
bill violates section 306 of the Budget Act, 
which prohibits the consideration of legislation 
within the jurisdiction of the Budget Com-
mittee. 

I would ask the subcommittee to work with 
the Budget Committee on the appropriate 
classification of these programs in conference 
and on comparable measures in the future. 

In summary, this bill is consistent with the 
budget resolution agreed by the Congress 
and, on this basis, I support the bill. 

Mr. NETHERCUTT. Mr. Chairman, I 
move to strike the requisite number of 
words. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition to 
the Slaughter amendment, not because 
I do not support the arts and the hu-
manities or museum services, but be-
cause I think we need to ask the funda-
mental question in this case of this 
amendment, which is, how much is 
enough? 

The subcommittee and the full com-
mittee made a conscious decision to in-
crease the NEA and NEH and Museum 
Services accounts for the first time I 
think that I have been in the House at 
the committee level, the subcommittee 
level. Albeit small increases, they are 
in fact increases. 

I hear my colleagues who are in sup-
port of this amendment make the com-
ment that $105,234,000 for NEA is not 
enough; that $120,504,000 for NEH is not 
enough; and that $24,899,000 for the Mu-
seum Services is not enough. I would 
urge my colleagues and the chairman 
that it is enough. Notwithstanding the 
fact that there has been a higher 
amount in past years, it is enough as 
we think about balancing this spending 
amount with other spending priorities 
that we have in this bill, and they are 
many. 

My concern with the Slaughter 
amendment, with all due respect to her 

and her commitment to the arts and 
the humanities, the offsets come from 
the operations of the Department of 
the Interior and the Forest Service. 

These accounts, in my humble opin-
ion, cannot afford a reduction because 
we have already streamlined their ad-
ministrative expenses in the bill. I 
come from the Pacific Northwest. The 
Pacific Northwest was devastated in 
Montana and Idaho, luckily not so 
much in Washington State, by forest 
fires last year. We are expecting an-
other hot summer. We need the per-
sonnel and the administrative assist-
ants to meet not only the fire needs of 
the region but the other needs of the 
region, to have a healthy forest service 
system; to have an adequate protection 
of our public lands in the Interior De-
partment. Those are priorities as well. 

I just urge my colleagues to think 
carefully about where our priorities 
are. Why is $105 million for NEA not 
enough? Mr. Ivey has done a fabulous 
job. Why is $120 million not enough for 
NEH? There can never be enough if we 
advocate in this body only for the pri-
orities that one sees as very important. 

I happened last year to be the person 
involved in making sure that Indian 
health service funding and adequate 
health service for our Native American 
populations was provided in the bill. 
That is controversial. It was controver-
sial last year. It may be controversial 
this year. The point is, the President’s 
request was $105 million, $120 million, 
and $24 million for these three respec-
tive agencies. We have met the Presi-
dent’s request. It is an increase in all 
three accounts. 

So, therefore, I just think we have to 
be careful that we do not go overboard 
with respect to a balance that exists in 
the accounts of the Department of the 
Interior agencies. The arts and the hu-
manities do have very important val-
ues in our country. I have been con-
cerned that the arts industry has not 
stepped up to privately try to help the 
NEA raise funds. It is a $9 billion in-
dustry, and we see the highest advo-
cates in the entertainment industry 
coming and asking for more Federal 
Government assistance, when I would 
urge that the actors and the artists of 
the world and the music folks who have 
done so well through the entertain-
ment industry step up and assist on the 
private side, put $1 million or $2 mil-
lion or $5 million, or $10 million and $3 
million and $2 million in this case of 
their own money in to try to help the 
NEA and the NEH and the Institute of 
Library Services. 

So we have strived mightily in the 
subcommittee and the full committee 
to be fair to the NEA, the NEH, and the 
IMLS. We have done that. We have 
reached a balance, Mr. Chairman, that 
I think meets the needs of the commu-
nity. 

Can we do more next year? Maybe we 
can, but for this year in this bill in 
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these accounts that we want to keep 
control over, that is balancing this 
Federal budget and making all the pro-
grams that have value fit within that 
budget, we have done a very good job. 
I urge a no on the Slaughter amend-
ment. 

Mr. HORN. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike the requisite number of words. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise today to urge 
my colleagues to vote in favor of the 
modest increase in the arts and the 
funding for the National Endowment 
for the Arts, the National Endowment 
for the Humanities, and the Institute 
of Museum and Library Services. Dur-
ing the past 5 years, our cultural agen-
cies have experienced significant cuts 
in their budgets due to concerns that 
objectionable projects were being fund-
ed with taxpayer money and that the 
grants were not accessible to all com-
munities. 

Today, the National Endowment for 
the Arts is a new institution that has 
undergone significant restructuring to 
address the problems that concern us 
all, and the Endowment has introduced 
new initiatives to strengthen existing 
programs. 

For example, the Endowment has 
been incredibly successful in imple-
menting Challenge America, a program 
which ensures that people who live in 
small rural towns or underserved urban 
areas gain access to the arts by specifi-
cally targeting arts education for at- 
risk youth. 

Cultural preservation of our national 
heritage and community partnerships 
to help individuals gain access to the 
arts, Challenge America is achieving 
its goals. 

Furthermore, tighter reporting re-
quirements for grantees have been im-
plemented and subgranting and direct 
funding to individual artists has been 
eliminated to increase accountability. 

The National Endowment for the Hu-
manities plays a crucial role in the 
education and cultural exposure of 
America’s children. 

Specifically, the National Endow-
ment for the Humanities provides 
training for the Nation’s teachers 
through seminars and institutes; pro-
tects our Nation’s heritage through 
preservation projects; supports scholar-
ship in the humanities and facilitates 
the flow of research through books, ar-
ticles, educational television, such as 
the Public Broadcasting System and 
radio programs of quality. 

This year, the National Endowment 
for the Humanities funding would con-
tinue to focus on helping educators in-
corporate technological resources into 
the learning process and would target 
hard-to-reach communities in both 
rural and urban America. I grew up in 
urban America and rural America. 

Lastly, the Institute of Museum and 
Library Services supports the edu-
cational role of various museums, 
aquariums and zoos, by funding hands- 

on opportunities for learning. These 
types of experiences are often the most 
effective and memorable because they 
allow students to view rare manu-
scripts, see marvelous paintings and 
exotic animals firsthand. 

Institute of Museum and Library 
Services will focus new funding on in-
creasing technological access to mu-
seum and library resources for all 
Americans, building community part-
nerships by funding after-school pro-
grams and building institutional exper-
tise in local museums and libraries. 

The National Endowment for the 
Arts, the National Endowment for the 
Humanities, the Institute of Museum 
and Library Services work to educate, 
empower and provide enrichment to 
communities across America. Without 
these crucial agencies, many would 
miss the opportunity to experience the 
delights of an opera, a symphony, a 
ballet, or a museum. These types of op-
portunities foster imagination, spark 
creativity, and broaden future ambi-
tions. 

We urge support of the Slaughter- 
Dicks-Horn-Johnson amendment that 
increases funding for the National En-
dowment for the Arts by $10 million, 
the Endowment for the Humanities by 
$3 million, the Institute of Museums 
and Library Services by $2 million. 
This modest, yet effective, increase in 
the Interior appropriations bill will 
help continue our commitment to cul-
tural and educational importance of 
the arts. Vote for that amendment and 
with the small amount I cannot see 
anyone would be voting against it. The 
children of the world in K through 12, 
elementary and high school students 
see new opportunities and even in col-
leges, they can see the rotating exhib-
its. Let us vote ‘‘aye’’ on this amend-
ment and educate individuals to be 
part of our culture and our great his-
tory as well. 

Mr. SKEEN. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that further debate 
on the pending amendment offered by 
the gentlewoman from New York (Ms. 
SLAUGHTER), and any amendments 
thereto, be limited to 50 minutes, to be 
equally divided and controlled by the 
proponent and myself, the opponent. 

The CHAIRMAN pro tempore (Mr. 
ISAKSON). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from New Mex-
ico? 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, reserving 
the right to object, I would ask the 
gentleman from New Mexico (Mr. 
SKEEN), it is 50 minutes, 25 on each 
side. The gentleman will control 25 and 
our side will control 25? 

Mr. SKEEN. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. DICKS. I yield to the gentleman 
from New Mexico. 

Mr. SKEEN. Mr. Chairman, that is 
correct. 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I with-
draw my reservation of objection. 

The CHAIRMAN pro tempore. The 
unanimous consent request was that 
the gentleman from New Mexico (Mr. 
SKEEN) and the gentlewoman from New 
York (Ms. SLAUGHTER) would each con-
trol 25 minutes. 

Is there objection to the request of 
the gentleman from New Mexico? 

There was no objection. 
Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Chairman, I 

yield 3 minutes to the gentlewoman 
from California (Ms. WOOLSEY). 

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Chairman, what 
an embarrassment. Once again, the 
House of Representatives is considering 
an appropriations bill that includes 
level funding for the arts, the human-
ities, museums and libraries, programs 
that teach us to think; programs that 
encourage us to feel and to see in a new 
way; to speak. The arts and the human-
ities help us to grow. The Slaughter- 
Dicks-Horn amendment to increase 
funds for the National Endowment for 
the Arts and the other programs is a 
small investment with a return as vast 
as one’s imagination. 

b 1115 

Last year, we increased funding for 
the National Endowment for the first 
time since 1992, and this year we must 
increase the funding again. 

Anyone who has ever managed a 
budget knows that level funding means 
a decrease in funds. Opponents of the 
NEA cry ‘‘fiscal discipline,’’ as if the 
richest nation in the world need be the 
most culturally impoverished. The dol-
lars we invest in the NEA leverage 
matching grants and multiply many, 
many times over. 

The nonprofit arts industry gen-
erates more than $3 billion annually. It 
supports more than 1 million jobs. In 
fact, the arts industry is a money 
maker, not a money taker. 

In addition, funding for the NEA sup-
ports programs like Challenge Amer-
ica, which brings art projects to under-
served areas across our Nation. It funds 
programs like Positive Alternatives for 
Youth, which lowers the rate of juve-
nile crime by creating artist-led after 
school programs for our youth. 

When we deprive the NEA, the NEH, 
our museums and libraries of adequate 
funding, we deprive this entire Nation 
of an active cultural community. It is 
a battle as old as the stockades in Pu-
ritan times, and it is just wrong-head-
ed. 

Mr. Chairman, I encourage my col-
leagues to support this amendment. 

Mr. SKEEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentlewoman from Con-
necticut (Mrs. JOHNSON). 

Mrs. JOHNSON of Connecticut. Mr. 
Chairman, I thank Representative 
SKEEN for yielding me time, and I ap-
preciate the support that the sub-
committee has shown for the NEA, the 
NEH and the IMLS. But I do rise in 
support of this amendment, because I 
think we as a Nation need to support 
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the Challenge America initiative that 
the NEA has led. 

The Challenge America initiative has 
two primary goals: One, to literally 
press arts dollars down to the small 
communities. This is extraordinarily 
important, because these communities 
are far more conscious of their cultural 
life than they used to be. There are 
many more small theater groups devel-
oping, many more chamber groups, 
many more instrumentalist groups and 
choruses developing, and they need the 
help that small dollars can give them 
to organize, to publicize their concerts 
and to grow their position in the cul-
tural life of our small communities. 
That is where the arts take on their 
greatest vitality. 

The second thing that these dollars 
do is to help their communities begin 
to record and cherish and revitalize 
their own knowledge of their heritage 
and to use that revitalization of their 
cultural heritage and the revitalization 
of current cultural institutions to de-
velop the economy of rural areas, small 
cities, and those kinds of sectors of 
America that too long have had no sup-
port in developing the arts on a local 
and neighborhood and community 
basis. 

The third thing that Challenge Amer-
ica tries to do is to try to press these 
dollars down into our schools. If you 
have never stood in a school and had 
some kid tell you what a HOT school 
is, a Higher Order of Thinking school 
is, you really cannot get it, how impor-
tant the arts are to developing our 
children’s understanding of knowledge 
and how powerful knowledge is in our 
lives. 

Math can teach you certain logical 
truths; the arts can help you develop a 
level of intuitive thinking that is 
equally important. 

So I urge support of this amendment. 
I am proud to be a cosponsor of it. But 
I thank the committee for their gen-
eral recognition of the importance of 
these institutions in our Nation’s lives. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from 
New York (Mr. NADLER). 

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
support of the Slaughter amendment to 
increase funding for the National En-
dowment for the Arts, the National En-
dowment for the Humanities, and the 
Museum Services. Frankly, this 
amendment is just a drop in the bucket 
compared to the increase these cul-
tural agencies need and deserve. But it 
is finally a step in the right direction. 

I hope that the senseless battles over 
Federal funding for the arts is finally 
behind us. We have debated the proper 
role of government in supporting the 
arts time and again, and the facts are 
clear, the NEA is a good investment for 
our country. 

I will not rehash all the arguments in 
favor of Federal funding, from the eco-
nomic stimulus it provides, to the pri-

vate and local public money it 
leverages. We know about the broad ge-
ographic reach of the NEA, with grants 
to all 50 States. The Challenge America 
initiative is touching hundreds of rural 
communities across the country. We 
know that NEA supports numerous 
educational projects for young children 
and lifelong learners alike. 

And then there are the intangible 
benefits of the arts, their ability to lift 
our spirits and forge a sense of commu-
nity. We need only think of the stirring 
presentation by Peter Yarrow of Peter, 
Paul and Mary at the Republican and 
Democratic Caucuses this week to un-
derstand the power that music has to 
bring people together. 

So the debate is over. The question is 
no longer should the government sub-
sidize the arts; the question is how 
much. With this amendment, we take a 
very modest step forward, but we must 
do much more. We must fund the NEA 
at a level that enables it to carry out 
its mission. 

Today, the NEA is nearly 40 percent 
below where it was before the drastic 
cut of 1995, and resources are stretched 
too thin to adequately fund worthy 
projects. The average grant size has 
dropped by half and will drop even fur-
ther without sufficient funding. When 
we limit funding, we also hamper the 
ability of the NEA to continue reach-
ing out to underserved areas. 

Mr. Chairman, last year the NEA 
closed a dark chapter in our history 
when Congress approved the first budg-
et increase in nearly a decade. Today 
we must build on that important vic-
tory and pass the Slaughter amend-
ment. It is a minimal increase, a very 
minimal increase, but it is the very 
least we can do. Let us begin a new era 
in which we respect and support the 
arts and humanities and the contribu-
tion they make to our society, and 
back up that respect with some real re-
sources. 

Mr. SKEEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 4 
minutes to the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. REGULA), the former chairman and 
a current valued member of the Sub-
committee on Interior of the Com-
mittee on Appropriations. 

Mr. REGULA. Mr. Chairman, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding me time. 

Mr. Chairman, first of all, I want to 
compliment Mr. Ivey and Mr. Ferris. I 
think both Mr. Ivey and Mr. Ferris, 
and they will be leaving in the next 
several months, have done a great job 
of administering these agencies. The 
fact that we are here debating the 
amount of money is indicative that we 
have had a good administration. We are 
not talking about egregious projects. It 
is just a matter of priorities in the ex-
penditure of Federal funds. 

What I am somewhat concerned 
about here is the fact that we still have 
a $5 billion backlog of maintenance in 
the national parks. Art takes on many 
forms. Art is also to go out in a na-

tional park, such as the Grand Canyon, 
and look down in that enormous land-
scape in terms of the beauty of it, or to 
go to Yosemite. 

So I think we have to make priority 
judgments, and it is not a matter of 
one art against the other. You have the 
visual art, but you also have the nat-
ural art that is part of our national 
parks, national forests, all these won-
derful resources. 

When we have a $5 billion backlog of 
maintenance, when people will nec-
essarily have to be RIFed in the Park 
Service because there is not enough 
money here to give them an adequate 
pay raise, I think probably priority- 
wise that we are not in a position to be 
spending more money on these projects 
now. As we all know, we did increase 
art funding in the past year, and I 
think the gentlemen who have led 
these two agencies have done a good 
job of using the money very wisely. 

But I think in terms of the priorities 
of this Nation, that our first priority 
has to be to take care of what we have 
in our parks and forests, to ensure that 
future generations will have the same 
pleasures that we do in visiting these 
facilities. 

It seems to me that before we start 
adding to the expenditures, and I think 
the committee did a balanced job in 
making the priority choices, that we 
ought to weigh carefully whether we 
want to limit the amount of pay in-
crease for our people that serve us in 
the national parks and forests, whether 
we want to continue addressing the 
backlog of maintenance. When we are 
talking about maintenance, it is trails, 
it is roads, it is camp facilities, and I 
think probably priority-wise we should 
leave this bill as it is as far as the 
numbers for the humanities and for the 
arts and address some of these other 
needs, because a beautiful vista in a 
national park or a national forest is 
every bit as important as a piece of art. 

I hope prospectively that the re-
sources will be enough that we can 
make the priority judgments to do 
both. I think there is an opportunity to 
expand the arts and humanities. But in 
terms of our priorities, I believe the 
committee made the right judgment in 
saying, to start with, we need to em-
phasize the maintenance of the facili-
ties we have; we need to give these peo-
ple who serve us in the national parks 
and forests an adequate pay raise, be-
cause they are very selfless to begin 
with. 

If you visit the parks and some of the 
facilities that people have to live in 
and housing and so on, you realize that 
those that are public servants in parks 
and forests are truly dedicated, that 
they do this as a labor of love, and, 
therefore, I think it is important that 
we adequately compensate them. 

I do not have any quarrel with the 
need to have more money, but it is a 
priority choice, and I believe today we 
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should stay with the committee’s num-
bers. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Chairman, I would remind the 
previous speaker that we are talking 
about three-tenths of 1 percent, it does 
not touch salaries, and it is not very 
much. It comes out of a cushion in-
serted in the bill. 

Mr. Chairman, I am pleased to yield 
2 minutes to the gentlewoman from 
Connecticut (Ms. DELAURO). 

Ms. DELAURO. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
in strong support of the Slaughter- 
Dicks-Horn-Johnson amendment. We 
need to increase the funding for the 
National Endowment for the Arts, the 
National Endowment for the Human-
ities and the Institute of Museum and 
Library Sciences. These are the agen-
cies that are charged with bringing the 
history, the beauty, the wisdom of our 
culture into the lives of all Americans, 
young and old, rich and poor, urban 
and rural. 

We in the Congress have said that 
preserving our national heritage and 
bringing the arts into the lives of more 
Americans is a goal that is worthy to 
support. Last year we made an impor-
tant investment in the NEA’s new 
Challenge America program. This pro-
gram focuses on arts education and en-
richment, after school arts programs 
for young people, access to the arts for 
underserved communities and commu-
nity arts development initiatives. 

Many years ago I spent several years 
as chair of the Greater New Haven Arts 
Council in Connecticut, and I know 
firsthand that the arts not only enrich 
lives, but they contribute to the eco-
nomic growth of our communities. 

The Federal investment in the arts is 
not the only means of support for this 
endeavor. Rather, our dollars, which 
represent only a small fraction of our 
annual budget, are used to leverage pri-
vate funding and fuel what is really an 
arts industry. The industry creates 
jobs, increases travel and tourism and 
generates thousands of dollars for a 
State’s economy. 

Arts have a real value in restoring ci-
vility to our society, providing chil-
dren and our communities with real al-
ternatives. Participation in the arts 
programs helps children to learn to ex-
press anger appropriately and enhance 
their communication skills with adults 
and peers. Youngsters who have bene-
fited from these programs show better 
self-esteem, an improved ability to fin-
ish their tasks, less delinquent behav-
ior, and a more positive attitude to-
wards school. 

We know that arts build our econ-
omy, enrich our culture, and feed the 
minds of adults and children alike. We 
need to increase the opportunity 
through these organizations, to help 
them to fulfill their missions, and it is 
time that we gave them this support. 

Vote for this amendment, preserve 
our heritage, make it accessible to all. 

Mr. SKEEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
31⁄2 minutes to the gentlewoman from 
Maryland (Mrs. MORELLA). 

Mrs. MORELLA. Mr. Chairman, I 
thank the gentleman for yielding me 
time. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to commend 
the gentleman from New Mexico 
(Chairman SKEEN) and the gentleman 
from Washington (Mr. DICKS) for the 
great job they have done on this Inte-
rior appropriation. There is one excep-
tion, however, and that is why I am ris-
ing in strong support of an amendment 
that is currently being discussed, the 
Slaughter-Dicks-Horn-Johnson amend-
ment, which would increase funding for 
the National Endowment for the Arts, 
for the National Endowment for the 
Humanities, and also for the Institute 
of Museum and Library Services, not 
by very much money, altogether $15 
million. 
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It is critical that we support Federal 
funding for these programs. These pro-
grams serve to broaden public access to 
the arts and humanities for all Ameri-
cans to participate in and enjoy. The 
value of these programs lie in their 
ability to nurture artistic excellence of 
thousands of arts organizations and 
artists in every corner of the country. 
The NEA alone awards more than 1,000 
grants to nonprofit arts organizations 
for projects in every State. 

These programs also are a great in-
vestment in our Nation’s economic 
growth. The nonprofit arts industry 
alone generates more than $36.8 billion 
annually in economic activity. It sup-
ports 1.3 million jobs and returns more 
than $3.4 billion to the Federal Govern-
ment in income taxes. 

I know that each of us in Congress 
can point to numerous worthwhile 
projects in our districts that are aided 
by the NEA, by the NEH, by the Insti-
tute of Museum and Library Services. 

For instance, in my district of Mont-
gomery County, Maryland the NEA 
provides a grant to the Bethesda Acad-
emy of Performing Arts to support 
their Arts Access Program. This inspi-
rational program exists to offer intro-
ductory and integrated performing arts 
to children, teens and young adults 
who have physical, emotional, learning 
or developmental disabilities. Through 
Arts Access, BAPA witnesses firsthand 
the incredible amount of growth and 
development that occurs when the arts 
are incorporated into lives of students 
who have special needs. 

The NET and the Maryland Human-
ities Council, in turn, have aided insti-
tutes and individuals in Maryland by 
providing over $18.2 million of seed 
funds over the last 5 years for projects 
that help preserve the Nation’s cul-
tural heritage, foster lifelong learning, 
and encourage civic involvement. 

On just March 24 of this year, I spoke 
at the awards ceremony for the Mary-
land History Day district contest in 
Montgomery County, Maryland. The 
Maryland Humanities Council conducts 
History Day in partnership with the 
Montgomery County Historical Society 
and other cultural and educational or-
ganizations throughout the State. It 
was made possible with funds from the 
National Endowment for the Human-
ities. 

By supporting the arts and human-
ities, the Federal Government has an 
opportunity to partner with State and 
local communities for the betterment 
of our Nation with all kinds of pro-
grams. 

I also want to point out something I 
think is significant. Students who en-
gage in arts and humanities programs 
over a period of time show a tremen-
dous increase in their SAT scores, so it 
helps them also intellectually. Both 
the arts and humanities teach us who 
we were, who we are and who we might 
be, and both are critical to a free and 
democratic society. 

So I urge a ‘‘yes’’ vote on the Slaugh-
ter-Dicks-Horn-Johnson amendment. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from 
California (Mr. SCHIFF). 

Mr. SCHIFF. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
support of this amendment proposing a 
modest increase in America’s arts 
budget. I represent a district in Cali-
fornia that lost thousands and thou-
sands of jobs in the defense industry 
with the defense contractor 
downsizings of the last couple of dec-
ades, but we were fortunate. We gained 
these jobs back and many more in the 
high-tech and entertainment indus-
tries. 

In those industries, artistic skill and 
the creative thinking skills that are 
developed through arts education are 
essential, and support for the arts and 
support for arts education is as much a 
part of the economic infrastructure of 
States like California and many com-
munities around the country as any 
other industry and, indeed, more than 
many other industries. We thought 
nothing of developing the infrastruc-
ture of other industries through fo-
cused educational efforts. We should do 
no less in this critical high-tech indus-
try throughout the country. 

Objection is made that if this is so 
important to the entertainment indus-
try or the high-tech community, why 
do they not fund it? The answer is, 
they do. They do. In thousands of com-
munities around America, the high- 
tech community and the entertain-
ment industry do fund local theaters 
and symphonies and ballet companies, 
et cetera, but they cannot do it alone. 
They cannot do it alone. 

Mr. Chairman, this modest increase 
in America’s arts budget will allow not 
only the development of this industry 
and this economic infrastructure, but 
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also support the cultural well-being of 
all of our communities by helping 
struggling theaters to survive and 
struggling ballet companies and muse-
ums and artists. 

NEA grants have gone to things as 
varied as, for example, the Vietnam 
Veterans Memorial here in Wash-
ington. So it is not simply for our own 
economic well-being that we should 
strengthen our arts infrastructure in 
this country, but our cultural well- 
being and richness as well. It is the 
reason many of us live in the commu-
nities we live in. It is deserving of our 
support, and it is good for the heart 
and soul of America. I urge the contin-
ued support of my colleagues. 

Mr. SKEEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania (Mr. PETERSON), a valued 
member of the Subcommittee on the 
Interior. 

Mr. PETERSON of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Chairman, I rise to oppose this amend-
ment. I am not going to argue that the 
spending is wrong, but the cuts are 
wrong. We heard that it was just com-
ing from the cushion. There is no cush-
ion in the Forest Service. There is no 
cushion in the Forest Service. This is 
an agency that has not been ade-
quately funded for many years. Back-
logs exist. Mr. Chairman, 250 million 
people a year visit the Forest Service 
lands, 250 million, almost equal to the 
Park Service. 

These people depend on facilities to 
be maintained, trails to be maintained, 
wildlife to be managed. These are the 
accounts that we are going to be tak-
ing this money from: recreational fa-
cilities that are badly in need of main-
tenance; law enforcement so that it is 
safe and secure for our families who are 
touring these facilities. This money is 
being taken from the wrong accounts. 

The Interior budget has a $12 billion 
backlog in maintenance on the facili-
ties that are publicly visited in the 
Park Service and in the Forest Service 
and on BLM lands. I say to my col-
leagues, this is not taking from a cush-
ion. There is no cushion. There is inad-
equate funding in these departments 
historically. The backlog is huge. We 
are taking money away from where 
hundreds of millions of Americans de-
pend and will tour this summer and ex-
pect facilities to be in shape, expect 
trails to be in shape, expect wildlife to 
be adequately managed and expect law 
enforcement to be adequately funded; 
and we are taking the money away 
from the heart and soul of the Forest 
Service and the Department of the In-
terior. 

Mr. Chairman, this amendment is 
wrong. There was a good balance in 
this bill, and I urge the defeat of this 
amendment. It is not taking from a 
cushion, it is being taken right out of 
the heart. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 1 minute to the gentleman from 
Oregon (Mr. BLUMENAUER). 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Chairman, I 
appreciate the gentlewoman’s courtesy 
in allowing me to speak in support of 
her amendment. 

I wish to just add one point to the 
discussion here today. The funding 
trend that we have had ultimately 
moving upward is one that needs to be 
continued, and it needs to be continued 
because of the massive ripple effect 
that this has throughout the country. 

In Oregon, communities like mine 
have had difficulty of late, but the Fed-
eral resources have enabled them to 
bootstrap. Portland arts groups have 
obtained a 68 percent rate of return at 
the box office, far ahead of the national 
average. It has encouraged private sec-
tor business to step forward doubling 
their investment in the first 5 years of 
the last decade alone. If we were to 
rely solely on public support, we would 
be cutting off access to people in our 
communities who need and deserve 
these opportunities. 

Mr. Chairman, I hope that we will 
join together and support the gentle-
woman’s amendment. It is going to be 
very critical to promoting commu-
nities that are livable where our fami-
lies are safe, healthy and more eco-
nomically secure. 

Mr. SKEEN. Mr. Chairman, I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 11⁄2 minutes to the gentleman 
from Delaware (Mr. CASTLE). 

Mr. CASTLE. Mr. Chairman, I thank 
the gentlewoman for yielding, and I 
rise in support of her amendment to in-
crease funding for the National Endow-
ment for the Arts, the National Endow-
ment for the Humanities, and the Insti-
tute of Museum and Library Services. 
The arts and humanities are important 
both socially and economically to our 
Nation as a whole. 

Studies have shown students benefit 
from exposure to both the arts and hu-
manities. These students have a better 
chance to increase their SAT scores, 
develop increased self-confidence and 
are more likely to create multiple so-
lutions to problems and work collabo-
ratively with one another. These skills 
are essential for their future in the 
American workforce. 

Arts and humanities funding are in-
creasingly allocated to State agencies 
for grant programs that reach out to 
underprivileged and smaller suburban 
and rural areas that do not have the 
benefits of big city arts programs. In 
correlation, 79 percent of businesses be-
lieve it is important to have an active 
cultural community in the locale in 
which they operate. For instance, the 
Delaware Art Museum offers edu-
cational programs which are supported 
by corporate giants, the Delaware Divi-
sion of the Arts and the NEA. 

I have seen firsthand the impact cul-
tural agencies have on communities 
producing results that benefit all. For 
example, the Delaware Theater Com-

pany, through grants provided by the 
NEA, has created a partnership with 
Ferris School, a maximum security fa-
cility for improvisational play-writing 
residencies that incorporate writing 
skills and art for incarcerated boys be-
tween the ages of 14 and 18. The NET 
has also supported projects at the Uni-
versity of Delaware that have both 
local and national impact, including 
preservation and access funds for edu-
cation and the conservation of mate-
rial cultural collections. 

It is important for us to remember as 
a body the collective benefits that this 
does, not only for our districts, but for 
the country as a whole. I urge all of my 
colleagues to support this amendment. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 2 minutes to the gentlewoman 
from Missouri (Ms. MCCARTHY). 

Ms. MCCARTHY of Missouri. Mr. 
Chairman, I thank the gentlewoman 
for yielding me this time. 

I rise today in strong support of the 
amendment offered by the gentle-
woman from New York (Ms. SLAUGH-
TER) and the gentleman from Wash-
ington (Mr. DICKS) and the gentleman 
from California (Mr. HORN) to increase 
by $15 million dollars funding for our 
national arts agencies: the National 
Endowment for the Arts, the National 
Endowment for the Humanities and the 
Institute for Museums and Library 
Services. These additional funds will 
enable children, youth, and adults to 
create, produce, learn from, and enjoy 
our Nation’s arts and humanities. 

Mr. Chairman, H.R. 1, the Elemen-
tary and Secondary Education Reau-
thorization Act which we approved in 
the House by a bipartisan vote author-
ized numerous structural changes to 
assure our children would be well read, 
well educated, and well adjusted. As a 
former educator, I value all that we did 
in H.R. 1. 

But we must do more for our children 
than structural changes alone. We 
must also provide opportunities for 
their creativity to flourish and for 
them to gain a sense of our Nation’s 
rich culture so that they may be the 
best leaders for the future. 

Even more significant, we know that 
exposure to and participation in the 
arts reduces youth violence. H.R. 1 also 
authorized increased funding for arts 
education. This amendment, using 
NEA and NEH funds, provides such op-
portunities for our children. 

For example, the NET is helping to 
fund a new project in my district, the 
Lewis and Clark Centennial Celebra-
tion. This project will be inclusive of 
Native American populations living in 
the region during this historic period 
of exploration, and will employ experts 
from Science City at Kansas City’s 
Union Station to discuss the scientific 
methods employed by Lewis and Clark 
to map our frontier. This project will 
make history come alive through expe-
riential learning and historic represen-
tations. 
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NEA also grants help to The Writer’s 

Place to produce the Poets at Large 
event where critically acclaimed poets 
from across the United States inspire 
children and adults to embrace the 
written word as an art form. NEA fund-
ing enables children around the coun-
try to explore and appreciate our indi-
vidual and collective identities as both 
Americans and global citizens, helping 
children to nurture their own love of 
reading, writing poetry, creating song 
lyrics, and drama. 

Mr. Chairman, I urge adoption of this 
amendment to increase support for this 
funding. This support sends a message 
that art and music in the classroom 
and the community expand and enrich 
our lives and make our Nation a better 
place. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from 
Virginia (Mr. MORAN). 
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Mr. MORAN of Virginia. Mr. Chair-
man, I wanted to respond to the pre-
vious gentleman who spoke about the 
cut to the National Forest Service. 

If we leave the forests alone, our na-
tional forests, they are going to grow 
just fine, but if the most prosperous 
nation in the history of western civili-
zation does not make an investment in 
the arts in this country, then a whole 
lot of cultural initiatives are going to 
die on the vine. We cannot let that 
happen. 

Mr. Chairman, we have been beating 
up and gutting the National Endow-
ment for the Arts now for the last sev-
eral years. Of 117,000 grants that have 
been awarded by the NEA, fewer than 
20 have been controversial. That is a 
much lower percentage than any of the 
other arts granting agencies: the Pul-
itzer prizes, the National Book Awards, 
you name it. There ought to be some 
controversy in the arts. 

But the strongest argument for sup-
porting this increase is our own experi-
ence in our own communities. Last 
week I went to a performance of the 
Classica Theater in Arlington. Here are 
a group of Russian emigrés who 
brought with them an invaluable expe-
rience in the classical Russian theat-
rical tradition. 

What they are doing with a very 
small grant from the NEA is extraor-
dinarily impressive. The NEA grant 
gave them the credibility to go out and 
raise substantially more money. Then 
they went to the school system, and 
they found about 100 immigrant kids 
from Somalia, Bosnia, and Afghani-
stan, who were suffering from the same 
kind of language and cultural barriers 
that they had. These kids were not suc-
ceeding in school. They taught them 
how to succeed through their theat-
rical tradition. They brought the his-
tory of Virginia to life in a play that 
employed their vocal and dramatic tal-
ents. 

That theater was crowded and not 
just with their parents. They got a sus-
tained ovation, but most importantly, 
every one of those kids saw their lives 
transformed. They were proud of them-
selves. For a few thousand bucks, we 
had a wonderful artistic expression by 
people who now know that they have 
tremendous potential for the rest of 
their lives. That is happening in com-
munities all over the country. 

Mr. Chairman, this is good money. It 
is a good investment. We ought to be 
increasing the NEA, not bashing it. 
The fact is the NEA, the NEH, and our 
museums are something we ought to be 
proud of all over the world. The rest of 
the world is proud. This Congress ought 
to be proud and support it. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from 
New York (Mr. HINCHEY). 

Mr. HINCHEY. Mr. Chairman, I 
thank the gentlewoman for yielding 
time to me. 

A previous speaker from the podium 
a few moments ago decried the fact 
that this bill funds inadequately the 
National Park Service, and that this 
amendment takes money away from 
that very much needed program. 

This is true. It is true. But the fact of 
the matter is that there are many 
things that are underfunded in this 
overall budgetary program. The reason 
for that is that the majority party in-
sisted on a $3 trillion tax cut earlier 
this year, and that is why we do not 
have enough money to do the kinds of 
things that we really ought to be 
doing. 

We are here today to talk about giv-
ing a little bit more money to the Na-
tional Endowment for the Arts and the 
National Endowment for the Human-
ities, one of the tiniest programs in the 
Federal budget, I would say much to 
our chagrin, much to our shame. It 
ought to be much bigger. 

But where is that program today? In 
this budget, it is funded at $105 million 
for the National Endowment for the 
Arts and $120 million for the National 
Endowment for the Humanities. In 
1995, NEA was funded at $57 million 
higher than it is today. NEH was fund-
ed at $52 million, higher than it is 
today in this budget. 

One of the most shameful things that 
the majority party did when it came 
into power here in 1995 was to dramati-
cally slash funding for the arts and the 
humanities. Programs in schools all 
across our country and museums all 
across our country were slashed. 

Now, to their credit, our previous 
subcommittee chairman and our 
present subcommittee chairman, the 
gentleman from New Mexico (Mr. 
SKEEN), have worked to try to bring 
the funding level back up. I applaud 
them for it. But we are still woefully 
below where we ought to be, $57 million 
lower than in 1995 for the arts, $52 mil-
lion lower than this 1995 for the hu-
manities. 

We have got to fund these programs 
adequately. It is shameful the way we 
have treated these programs in the 
Congress. That is why this amendment 
is so important, because it moves these 
funding levels up slightly, and brings 
them back in the right direction. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from 
North Carolina (Mr. BALLENGER). 

Mr. BALLENGER. Mr. Chairman, I 
thank the gentlewoman for yielding me 
time to speak here. 

Mr. Chairman, many critics for the 
national endowments believe funding 
given to the NEA goes only to muse-
ums in big cities. As a former member 
of the National Council, I can assure 
the Members that rural communities 
receive more funding than ever 
through Challenge America and arts 
education programs. 

Challenge America is a major NEA 
initiative that was newly funded by 
Congress in fiscal year 2001. The legis-
lation provided $7 million for arts edu-
cation and public outreach activities. 

One of the challenges of the Chal-
lenge America program is to target 
areas of this country that have been 
underrepresented among NEA grant re-
cipients. This year, 400 small grants 
will be provided for these underserved 
communities. Of the funding appro-
priated for NEA by Congress, more 
than 40 percent is directed to State and 
regional art agencies, which in turn 
make grants and offer services to com-
munity-based arts organizations in our 
communities. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
amendment. I think everybody here 
could get a map. This is a map of North 
Carolina, with all of the direct grants 
and indirect grants that are applied 
using the National Endowment. Each 
State can have this map. 

In North Carolina. We had ten direct 
grants and 75 indirect grants. One of 
the really important ones, as far as I 
was concerned, is that we brought into 
Hickory, North Carolina, a thing called 
a Fry Street Quartet. It was helped 
paid for by the NEA. 

The Hickory school system had a 
spring program founded by a teacher 
there named Dellinger, currently the 
director of an orchestra at the Hickory 
school. Chamber music study has al-
ways been part of the program at Hick-
ory, North Carolina. It has been ex-
panded. Currently the program has 198 
students in grades six to twelve. 

It is unbelievable what has been used 
by our community to attract new in-
dustry and new jobs by the outstanding 
effort by the community in developing 
the National Endowment. It is hard to 
say how many industries and jobs we 
have brought into our community be-
cause of its support of the arts. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from 
Wisconsin (Mr. OBEY). 

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Chairman, there is no 
reason, other than an ideological one, 
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to oppose this amendment. As has been 
already pointed out, the Endowment 
for the Arts as recently as 1995 was 
funded at $170 million level. This 
amendment simply seeks to fund it at 
$115 million. 

For those people who live in big cit-
ies or for those Members of Congress 
who regularly frequent Washington, 
D.C., any time they want they can go 
to the Kennedy Center, they can go to 
the Folger Library, they can go to the 
Corcoran, they can go to many of the 
cultural institutions in this town. 

It is a lot different if your are a child 
in small town America. Very often the 
endowment is the only thing that will 
introduce children in smaller commu-
nities in this country to the fine arts 
and to many other experiences that 
come under the rubric of the arts and 
humanities. 

I think of one entertainer in my dis-
trict, for instance, who goes into 
schools, who helps schoolchildren to 
write down their thoughts about life 
and then put those thoughts to music. 
Then he turns that into CDs for those 
local schools. The value in that kind of 
an effort is immeasurable. 

As far as I am concerned, the Endow-
ment for the Arts is one of those tiny 
facilities of government that helps 
children from all over this country dig 
much more deeply into their own souls 
than they even know is possible. I 
think that to oppose this amendment 
for ideological grounds or on ideolog-
ical grounds is shortsighted. I think it 
neglects the fact that the Endowment 
helps children to grow in many, many 
ways. 

I would urge support for the amend-
ment. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 11⁄2 minutes to the gentlewoman 
from Illinois (Ms. SCHAKOWSKY). 

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. Mr. Chairman, I 
thank the gentlewoman for yielding 
time to me. 

Mr. Chairman, I am so proud to join 
with many of my colleagues on both 
sides of the aisle to support her amend-
ment. 

Economically, support for the arts 
and humanities just makes sense. The 
arts industry contributes nearly $4 bil-
lion into our economy, and provides 
more than $1.3 million full-time jobs. 
Furthermore, the arts industry returns 
$3.4 billion to the Federal Government 
in taxes, and arts education improves 
life skills, including self-esteem. It 
costs each American the equivalent of 
a postage stamp to support the Na-
tional Endowment for the Arts. 

In turn, last year the NEA awarded 
over $83 million in grants nationwide, 
and over $1.7 million in my home State 
of Illinois. There we have the Illinois 
Arts Council and the Illinois Human-
ities Council providing critical leader-
ship and support and development of 
programs that touch the lives of thou-
sands and thousands of Illinoisans. 

For example, there is the Lyra En-
semble in Chicago, the only profes-
sional performing arts company spe-
cializing in the performance, research, 
and preservation of Polish music, song, 
and dance. Another project is the Bea-
con Street Gallery Theater, a program 
that supports the uptown youth and 
cultural heritage preservation pro-
gram. 

This initiative promotes cross-cul-
tural understanding, strengthens 
intergenerational ties, enhances lit-
eracy, and builds job readiness. 

These kinds of programs deserve our 
support. 

Mr. SKEEN. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that debate on the 
following specified amendments to the 
bill and any amendment thereto be 
limited to the time specified, equally 
divided and controlled by the pro-
ponent and an opponent: one, an 
amendment to be offered by the gen-
tleman from Vermont (Mr. SANDERS) 
related to payment in lieu of taxes for 
30 minutes; and two, an amendment to 
be offered by the gentleman from West 
Virginia (Mr. RAHALL) regarding the 
Mineral Leasing Act for 30 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
New Mexico? 

Mr. DICKS. Reserving the right to 
object, Mr. Chairman, as I understand 
it, there would be 15 minutes on each 
side for both amendments? 

Mr. SKEEN. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. DICKS. I yield to the gentleman 
from New Mexico. 

Mr. SKEEN. Mr. Chairman, the gen-
tleman is correct. 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I with-
draw my reservation of objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
New Mexico? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. SKEEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 

such time as he may consume to the 
gentleman from Georgia (Mr. KING-
STON), the vice-chairman of the sub-
committee. 

Mr. KINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, I 
thank the gentleman for yielding time 
to me. 

Mr. Chairman, I stand in opposition 
to this amendment, but I want to say I 
am a supporter of art. I support, and 
have every year since I have been in 
Congress, the Congressional Art Award 
in my district. My father is a docent at 
an art museum. I have two children 
who are artists, and one who would 
like to continue being one in the form 
of acting for a career. 

But Mr. Chairman, I think we in Con-
gress always fall in a trap that the 
NEA is the arts statement for America. 
I would like to speak about that. 

First of all, I want to say to the pro-
ponents of this that I am glad that the 
NEA has reformed somewhat. They 
have eliminated a lot of the art that 

was so controversial, the Mapplethorpe 
exhibits, the watermelon women, and 
the things that caused so much con-
troversy. I am glad that they have re-
duced that. 

I will point out that they did it very 
reluctantly. It was a Supreme Court 
decision that said if the Federal gov-
ernment is funding art, then the artist 
does give up some freedom of expres-
sion and has to work as a contractor 
for the taxpayers. So there has been 
progress made, for whatever reason. 

One area they have not made any 
progress in, as so many of the pro-
ponents have pointed out, is that in 
1975, the funding for the arts was about 
$150 million. It has been reduced, and 
that vacuum, that void, should have 
been replaced by private dollars. We 
have done this in lots of other Federal 
Government programs, and it was the 
job of the NEA to go out and seek al-
ternative funds. I think they have done 
a little bit of that, but they certainly 
have a long way to go. 

b 1200 

Does the Federal Government sup-
port art beyond the NEA, which every 
year we hear, oh, this is what sophisti-
cated countries do? They take the 
money out of the people who work in 
paper mills. They take the paycheck 
from the guy who works in the chicken 
factory. 

They take the paycheck from the guy 
who is out there driving a long-haul 
truck right now and spend it on art and 
that is the sign of a sophisticated and 
compassionate country. 

Mr. Chairman, we, in America, spend 
a lot of money on art education on our 
State level and on our Federal levels, 
teaching kids in all levels of school 
about art. We also have tremendous 
tax advantages, billions of dollars for 
write-offs if you donate to art muse-
ums or give generously. 

In my town, in Savannah, Georgia, 
we have one of the largest private art 
colleges in the country, the Savannah 
College of Art and Design. It is not 
only one of the largest ones, but it is 
privately funded and one of the most 
successful ones, turning out hundreds 
of artists into our society from all over 
the country every year. 

And, thirdly, our Federal Govern-
ment does a lot of art purchasing. We 
buy objects of arts to put on the walls 
in Federal buildings and to put on the 
plazas, and we are major purchasers of 
arts and there is no ban against that. 

Fourth, we fund lots of art beyond 
this and lots of museums. 

I will give my colleagues an example. 
The Smithsonian alone gets nearly $500 
million from this bill, and people 
should realize that we are very com-
mitted to cultural history. 

Finally, let me talk about art versus 
nature. It is as the gentleman from 
Ohio (Mr. REGULA) has said, art and 
beauty is in the eye of the beholder. If 
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we look at the Grand Canyon or if we 
look at the forest, is it not art, maybe 
made by God versus made by man, but 
it certainly is art. 

What we are doing here is we are tak-
ing money out of one resource and put-
ting it into this man-made resource. I 
have to say there are some provincial 
politics driving this. It is interesting 
the disproportion of speakers who have 
spoken today who are from New York. 
Well, there is a reason for that. For the 
NEA, 70 percent of their money is spent 
in New York. 

I know that is where lots of the art 
and theater companies are, but they 
come down South or they come down 
to the heartland of America, dusting 
off their halo and they put on an exhi-
bition during the summertime and 
they feel good about themselves and 
then they go back home and we appre-
ciate the visit. The reality is, 70 per-
cent of the money for the NEA goes to 
New York. 

Where are they getting the money 
from? They are getting it from fire. Is 
there anybody in the U.S. Congress 
that does not know about the fires that 
we suffered throughout the West? This 
money comes out of fire suppression 
accounts. 

It comes from hazardous fuel ac-
counts, facility backlogs, rehabilita-
tion and restoration accounts, joint 
fire science so that we can prevent for-
est fire and volunteer fire services so 
that people in small rural areas can 
fight forest fires. That is where this 
money comes from. 

Let us talk about needs versus wants. 
In my opinion, we need firefighting. We 
might want NEA, but we do not need to 
have it; and we certainly do not need 
to have this increase. 

Mr. Chairman, lots of Members of 
this Congress would eliminate the NEA 
if it was up to them, but we are not on 
the committee doing that. We are 
keeping the funding level, and it is odd 
that a friend on the other side of the 
aisle has said that level funding in 
Washington means a cut. Well, maybe 
it is time to go back home and bounce 
that off your kid, because my daugh-
ter, Ann, who is 13 years old, she gets 
$3 a week allowance if she does her 
chores. I do not consider myself cut-
ting her allowance 1 week to the next 
when I give her $3 on one Sunday and 
$3 on the next Sunday. 

That is what we have been told. 
Level funding is a cut; go sell that to 
the taxpayers back home. Again, these 
are the people who drive trucks, who 
work in paper mills, who work in 
farms, who work in chicken factories. 
They are the ones who are paying for 
this. This is not Congress’ money. This 
is not Washington’s money. This is not 
government’s money. 

This is hard-earned taxpayers’ 
money, and we need to be very careful 
how we spend it. It is 12 o’clock in the 
Eastern Standard Time zone. That 

means that there are a bunch of folks 
right now who are wearing hardhats 
who will be taking them off for 30 min-
utes to eat a lunch out of a lunch pail, 
and then at 12:30 they will be back, 
they will punch the timeclock and they 
will be back. 

Mr. Chairman, they are the ones pay-
ing for this, not Washington, not the 
Department of the Interior; and I sug-
gest, Mr. Chairman, we should pay 
them the honor that they deserve for 
the hard work that they are doing, and 
we should reject this amendment and 
stick with what the committee has 
worked out under a careful com-
promise. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from 
Washington State (Mr. DICKS), the 
ranking member of the Subcommittee 
on Interior. 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I want to 
compliment all of our speakers here 
today. They have done an outstanding 
job of presenting a strong case for a 
very modest amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, what we are talking 
about is increasing the funding for the 
National Endowment for the Arts by 
$10 million, $3 million for the National 
Endowment for the Humanities, and $2 
million for library services. 

I have served on this subcommittee 
for 25 years, and I can remember when 
I was first on this committee we had 
two significant challenge grants for the 
State of Washington, and we saw our 
Pacific Northwest Ballet grow into a 
major institution. 

We saw our symphony grow. We saw 
the theaters in Seattle grow, and peo-
ple talk about this all being New York 
and Chicago. I can tell my colleagues 
that the work of the Endowment has 
helped spread the arts throughout the 
country. Sometimes we have to accept 
a win. 

The committee has insisted that the 
Endowments emphasize quality; they 
do. The grants that are going out today 
are for the best art, the best human-
ities in this country. 

Mr. Chairman, I would just say, I 
think it helps our country to have this 
diversity. I bet a lot of people go down 
to Georgia to attend the performing 
arts just like they do in the Northwest 
or for the Shakespeare Festival in Or-
egon. 

Each community is proud of its art 
institutions, and I can tell my col-
leagues that the young people in my 
district enjoy being in the symphony, 
enjoy being members of their theater 
group; and I think for our children giv-
ing them a chance to have something 
to do after school, to be involved, like 
the kids are at the Middle School in 
Tacoma that help develop ‘‘Chihuly’s 
Glass.’’ 

These are the kind of important 
things that will help our kids through-
out their entire lives. Let us vote for 
this amendment. If there is any dif-

ficulty with the offset, we will work 
that out in the conference. Everybody 
knows that. This is a chance to support 
the arts, the humanities, and our mu-
seums. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentlewoman 
from New York (Mrs. SLAUGHTER) has 
30 seconds remaining and the gen-
tleman from New Mexico (Mr. SKEEN) 
has the right to close. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself the remainder of the time. 

Mr. Chairman, I just want to say to 
my colleagues who just simply love art 
but do not want to fund any of it, see 
how important it would be, I would 
like to challenge them to go back into 
their districts and talk to the art pro-
grams that are there, see how many of 
them are seed money from the Na-
tional Endowment for the Arts and see 
when those troops come through and 
buy tickets in their areas, how much 
that adds to the local economy. 

Mr. Chairman, if they want to make 
these programs available to more peo-
ple in the country then pass this small 
amount of money, the truck drivers on 
the long hauls who enjoy the good 
music at night, then, will be grateful 
as will the country. 

The vast majority of Americans ap-
prove of this and want it, and I urge 
the adoption of this amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. SKEEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield to 
the gentleman from Georgia (Mr. KING-
STON) the balance of my time. 

Mr. KINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, I 
thank the gentleman from New Mexico 
(Mr. SKEEN) for the time, and I wanted 
to also join with the gentleman from 
Washington (Mr. DICKS) in compli-
menting everybody who has partici-
pated in this debate. 

Mr. Chairman, I do want to say to 
the gentlewoman from New York (Ms. 
SLAUGHTER), my good friend, that that 
is one of the problems with the NEA 
and the rest of the country. As I go 
around to my art community, Savan-
nah, Georgia, is blessed with a great 
and a very strong active art commu-
nity; but there is no NEA presence 
there whatsoever. 

I would just say, again, if I was from 
New York. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Would the gen-
tleman yield? 

Mr. KINGSTON. Actually, I have not 
yielded to the gentlewoman from New 
York, but I did overhear the statement. 
Let me say this: again, that is one of 
the situations with the NEA that it is 
disproportionately spent in New York. 

Mr. KINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, I 
would say that this is one of the prob-
lems, and I would urge the NEA in 
their own distribution to go out to the 
rest of the country and make the their 
presence known. I can say this, we do 
not get any letters. Yes, let us do 
something for the NEA back home, be-
cause they are invisible. 
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We get lots of art, locally State-fund-

ed stuff, privately funded. We have a 
great symphony. We have a great art 
museum, a huge fund-raiser and lots of 
good things going on. 

But one of the big vision differences 
here, Mr. Chairman, is that there are 
those who believe that government has 
to be the only funder and the only pro-
vider of things. Then there are others 
who think that funding as much as pos-
sible whenever possible should be driv-
en by the private sector and locally. 

I am going to support NEA funding, 
and I will support the committee mark, 
as I did at the subcommittee and the 
full committee level; but I will not sup-
port an increase. 

Mr. LARSEN of Washington. Mr. Chairman, 
I rise today in strong support of the Slaughter/ 
Dicks Amendment and to highlight the impor-
tance of NEA and IMLS funding for the small-
er towns in my own district. 

Last year’s NEA funding increase created 
the Challenge America program, to help small-
er communities gain access to the arts. The 
Arts Council of Snohomish Country in my 
home district was one of the first organizations 
to receive this grant. This organization offers 
weekly art classes to juvenile offenders, many 
of which have no adult role models in their 
lives, and provides them with opportunities to 
express creatively and interact in a forum out-
side of a detention center. Without this grant, 
the program would have had to cut back dras-
tically or even be eliminated. That would be 
truly unfortunate, Mr. Chairman, because it is 
programs like these where the arts can pro-
vide hope and opportunity for troubled youth. 
Challenge America is doing great things for 
youth in my district, yet this program would not 
exist if the NEA did not receive increased 
funding last Congress. 

I would also like to offer my support for 
IMLS, which also funds key services in my 
district. The Museum of Northwest Art in La 
Conner—a town of 900—received a key grant 
from the IMLS to help attract more tourists to 
the Skagit Valley region in my district. Be-
cause of the IMLS grant, La Conner brings in 
many more visitors who come to experience 
the Skagit Valley, thereby boosting their econ-
omy. Unfortunately, other museums in my dis-
trict do not receive funding because of the 
lack of IMLS funding. The executive director of 
the Whatcom Museum contacted me earlier 
this year to share his frustration that the 
Whatcom Museum and Bellingham Library 
were denied important funding, not because of 
their qualifications, but because of the lack of 
funding for the IMLS. The Slaughter/Dicks 
amendment will provide key funding increases 
for the IMLS, and help small libraries and mu-
seums in districts like mine continue to flourish 
and reach out to the community. 

Mr. Chairman, let’s continue to show our 
support for the arts, the humanities and our 
museums and libraries by supporting the 
Slaughter/Dicks amendment. Thank you. 

Mrs. LOWEY. Mr. Chairman, I rise in strong 
support of the Slaughter-Dicks-Horn-Johnson 
Amendment, to make important increases to 
the NEA, NEH, and the Institute of Museum 
and Library Services. 

We know that the arts are crucial to the de-
velopment of our culture and our economy, 

and beneficial to all our citizens. As a recent 
member of the National Council on the Arts, I 
have seen first-hand the grant selection proc-
ess, and I applaud the NEA for successfully 
increasing all Americans’ access to the arts, 
through programs such as ‘‘Challenge Amer-
ica.’’ 

I was very proud last year, when for the first 
time since 1992, we increased funding year 
after year, and had repeatedly battled threats 
to the very existence of this important pro-
gram. 

We must recognize, however, that last 
year’s funding increase was not the conclusion 
of a struggle, but rather, a first step toward 
funding the arts and humanities at levels ap-
propriate for the importance we place on them 
in our society. A $10 million increase to the 
NEA budget would not only support extraor-
dinary artistic work, but would also generate 
federal revenue and foster local economic ac-
tivity. 

Let’s use this opportunity to continue pro-
viding a level of resources to the NEA and the 
NEH of which we can all be proud. 

My colleagues, I urge you to support the 
Slaughter-Dicks-Horn-Johnson amendment. 

Mr. FARR of California. Mr. Chairman, I 
would like to express my strong support for 
the Slaughter/Dicks amendment to the FY02 
Department of the Interior Appropriations bill 
(HR 2217) to increase funding for the National 
Endowments for the Arts and the Humanities 
and the Institute of Museum and Library Serv-
ices (IMLS). 

A small investment in these agencies will 
provide our nation with limitless cultural, edu-
cational, and economic returns. Yet, each has 
been subject to massive budget cuts over the 
past six years, with the NEA receiving its first 
budget increase last year since 1992. The 
modest increases proposed by this amend-
ment represent a step in the right direction to-
ward ensuring that the arts and humanities 
have the increased funding they richly need 
and deserve. 

The mission of these agencies is to provide 
access to the arts for all Americans, thus nur-
turing our nation’s diversity and creativity, fos-
tering community spirit, educating our citizens, 
and helping our struggling youth. The arts 
teach us to think, encourage us to feel, chal-
lenge us to see the world from different per-
spectives, and help us to grow. They improve 
the critical thinking skills and raise the self-es-
teem of our children through highly successful 
arts in schools and after-school arts programs. 
They reach into underserved areas, exposing 
smaller communities to the many intangible 
benefits the arts have to offer. That is why 
when we deprive our arts, humanities, and 
museums agencies of necessary funding, we 
are really depriving the heart and soul of this 
entire nation. 

And investment in the arts and humanities 
just makes ‘‘cents.’’ The NEA budget rep-
resents less than one-hundreth of one percent 
(0.01%) of the Federal budget and costs each 
American the equivalent of one postage stamp 
per year. Each year, the nonprofit arts industry 
returns $3.4 billion to the federal treasury, 
generates $36.8 billion in economic activity, 
and supports at least 1.3 million jobs. Without 
a doubt, the arts contribute to the economic 
health and growth both of our communities 
and of the nation as a whole. 

The Central Coast of California has a vi-
brant arts community, and I want to ensure 
that our well-loved cultural traditions—like the 
Monterey Jazz Festival, the Cabrillo Music 
Festival, and the Kuumbwa Jazz Society— 
continue to thrive and are accessible to all. 
We must increase funding for the NEA, NEH 
and IMLS and ensure that they have the re-
sources to help our diverse local arts commu-
nity continue to shine. 

Mr. HOLT. Mr. Chairman, I strongly support 
this amendment to add much-needed funds to 
the National Endowment of the Arts, the Na-
tional Endowment for the Humanities and the 
Institute for Museum Services. 

The National Endowment for the Arts and 
the National Endowment for the Humanities 
play crucial roles in American cultural life. 
Since 1965, the NEA has provided over 
111,000 grants for projects ranging from the-
ater and film festivals, to poetry readings and 
workshops, to radio and TV broadcasts, to 
museum exhibitions, to city design and down-
town renewal. NEA funds often help to bring 
excellent performances and exhibitions be-
yond big cities to small towns and rural areas 
throughout the United States. Also, together 
with the state arts agencies, the NEA provides 
some $30 million in annual support for more 
than 7,800 arts education projects in more 
than 2,400 communities. 

The NEH serves to advance the nation’s 
scholarly and cultural life. The additional fund-
ing contained in this amendment would enable 
NEH to improve the quality of humanities edu-
cation to America’s school children and col-
lege students, offer lifelong learning opportuni-
ties through a range of public programs, and 
support new projects that encourage Ameri-
cans to discover their wonderful American her-
itage. 

The IMLS supports museums, including art, 
history, science, as well as zoos and aquar-
iums. Increased funding in this area would 
help reinforce museum’s educational role, en-
courage public access, and enable museums 
to care for our national treasures. 

In central New Jersey, the NEA has sup-
ported arts opportunities for local residents in 
places like Lambertville, where a grant is help-
ing support the annual New Jersey Teen Arts 
Festival and in New Brunswick where the NEA 
is helping the George Street Playhouse stage 
writing workshops for seventh to 12th grade 
students in local schools. The NEH and the In-
stitute for Museum Services help support other 
important cultural opportunities for citizens 
throughout the state of New Jersey. 

As a former teacher, I can tell you, arts edu-
cation helps children be better students and 
helps them learn critical thinking skills. This is 
a long overdue, modest funding increase to 
build programs that use the strength of the 
arts and our nation’s cultural life to enhance 
communities in every state of America. 

I urge my colleagues to join me in support 
the Slaughter amendment. 

Mr. CLEMENT. Mr. Chairman, I rise today in 
strong support of the Slaughter/Dicks/Horn/ 
Johnson amendment. I believe that the NEA 
funds extremely valuable and important edu-
cational programs and worthwhile events. The 
NEA provides funding for many programs in 
Tennessee, including the Nashville Symphony 
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Association, Fisk University, and the Ten-
nessee Arts Commission. I believe it is impor-
tant to ensure that adequate funding for these 
programs continues. 

NEH has also funded numerous worthwhile 
programs in my district and across the state— 
from Vanderbilt University’s Robert Penn War-
ren Center for the Humanities to the Ten-
nessee Performing Arts Center’s Humanities 
Outreach programs to the Southern Festival of 
Books. NEH funding has allowed outstanding 
K–12 humanities teachers to conduct research 
that enhance their classroom lessons. And 
NEH grants have permitted the Tennessee Lit-
eracy Coalition to promote their adult edu-
cation classes. 

Mr. Chairman, this is just a small sampling 
of what NEA and NEH have done in my state. 
But the need is so much larger than the funds 
available. For every worthwhile request that 
receives funding, many other equally worth-
while proposals are rejected simply for a lack 
of available funds. I urge my colleagues to 
support the cultural events that these agencies 
support. These programs preserve and pro-
vide access to cultural and educational re-
sources to our citizens. They provide opportu-
nities for lifelong learning in arts and human-
ities. And they strengthen teaching and learn-
ing in history, literature, language and arts in 
schools, colleges and the surrounding commu-
nities. 

Just as we need to continue to fund sci-
entific research, we must continue to fund the 
arts and humanities. A world without the arts 
and humanities would be devoid of cultural 
meaning. Research shows that the arts and 
humanities benefit our nation’s young people 
by improving reading, writing, speaking and 
listening skills and by helping to develop prob-
lem-solving and decision-making abilities es-
sential in today’s global marketplace. 

I urge my colleagues to support this amend-
ment and enhance the arts and humanities 
across our great country. 

Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Chairman, I rise in support 
of the Slaughter-Dicks-Johnson-Horn amend-
ment which calls for increases of $10 million 
for the National Endowment for the Arts, $3 
million for the National Endowment for the Hu-
manities, and $2 million for the Institute for 
Museums and Library Services. Over the past 
30 years, our quality of life has been improved 
by the arts. Support for the arts and federal 
funding for the NEA illustrates our Nation’s 
commitment to freedom of expression, one of 
the basic principles on which our nation is 
founded. Cutting funding for the arts will deny 
citizens this freedom, and detract from the 
quality of life in our nation as a whole. 

Recent reports have made several rec-
ommendations about the need to strengthen 
support for culture in our country. In addition 
to applauding our American spirit, and observ-
ing that an energetic cultural life contributes to 
a strong democracy, these reports also high-
lighted the United States’ unique tradition of 
philantrophy. However, it was also noted that 
the ‘‘Baby-Boomer’’ generation, and new 
American corporations, are not fulfilling this 
standard of giving. It saddens me that some-
thing as important as the Arts, which has been 
so integral to our American heritage, is being 
cast aside by our younger generations as 
something of little value. 

By eliminating funding for the Arts, our na-
tion would be the first among cultured nations 
to eliminate the Arts from our priorities. As 
Chairman Emeritus of the International Rela-
tions Committee, I recognize the importance of 
the Arts internationally, as they help foster a 
common appreciation of history and culture 
that are so essential to our humanity. If we 
eliminate the NEA, we would be erasing part 
of our civilization. 

Moreover, let us consider the importance of 
the Arts on our nation’s children. Whether it is 
music or drama or dance, children are drawn 
to the Arts. Many after school programs give 
children the opportunity to express themselves 
in a positive venue, away from the temptations 
of drugs and violence. By giving children 
something to be proud of and passionate 
about, they can make good choices and avoid 
following the crowd down dark paths. How-
ever, many children are not able to enjoy the 
feeling of pride that comes with performing or 
creating because their schools are cutting arts 
programming or not offering it altogether. We 
need to ensure that this does not continue to 
happen. I am doing my part by introducing 
legislation to encourage the development of 
after school programs at schools around the 
country that not only offer sports and aca-
demic programming, but also music and arts 
activities. Increasing children’s access to the 
Arts will benefit this country as a whole. 

It is our responsibility to ensure that our chil-
dren have access to the Arts. I strongly sup-
port increased funding for the NEA and I urge 
my colleagues to oppose any amendments 
which seek to decrease NEA funding and I 
support the Slaughter-Dick-Johnson-Horn 
amendment. 

Ms. PELOSI. Mr. Chairman, I rise in strong 
support of the Slaughter/Dicks amendment 
which calls for increased funding for the NEA/ 
NEH and IMLS. 

I commend Mr. DICKS, the ranking Member 
of the Interior Subcommittee, for his support of 
this important priority and Ms. SLAUGHTER for 
her leadership as Chair of the Arts Caucus. 
We owe a debt of gratitude to LOUISE for the 
time and energy she has given to promoting 
the arts on behalf of her colleagues and on 
behalf of the citizens of this country and to 
NORM for his continued steadfast support. 

National Endowment for the Arts Chairman 
Bill Ivey envisions ‘‘An America where the arts 
play a central role in the lives of all Ameri-
cans,’’ and the NEA has indeed had great 
success in bringing the arts to the center of 
community life. Through its Challenge America 
initiative, the NEA has been focusing on ac-
cess to the arts, cultural heritage preservation 
and alternatives for at-risk youth. An increase 
in funding is critical for ensuring access to the 
arts for citizens of all economic backgrounds 
and in all regions of the country. The NEA has 
substantially increased arts activity in every 
state in the country but it is imperative that we 
do more to ensure that art is reaching all 
Americans in communities across the nation. 

The arts are important for our economy and 
yield major economic benefits: the industry 
generates $3.86 billion annually, supports $1.3 
million jobs and returns $3.4 billion in income 
taxes to the federal government. The NEA 
represents less than one-hundredth of one 
percent of the federal budget and costs each 

American the equivalent of one postage stamp 
per year. 

More importantly, the arts are important for 
our children. Research continues to show that 
students exposed to the arts often perform 
better in school. The confidence children find 
through the arts better equips them to face 
both academic and other life challenges more 
effectively. 

But the founding fathers of our country knew 
this without the benefit of research. In a letter 
written to Abigail Adams, our second Presi-
dent, John Adams, wrote: 

‘‘I must study politics and war that my 
sons may have liberty to study mathematics 
and philosophy. My sons ought to study 
mathematics and philosophy, geography, 
natural history, naval architecture, naviga-
tion, commerce, and agriculture in order to 
give their children a right to study painting, 
poetry, music, architecture, statuary, tap-
estry, and porcelain.’’ 

Let’s fund the arts so that we can guarantee 
our children the right to develop their creativity 
and imagination in order to express them-
selves freely while gaining confidence. 

The Poet Shelley once wrote that ‘‘the 
greatest force for moral good is imagination.’’ 
With all the challenges facing our nation’s chil-
dren, it is clear that we need all of the imagi-
nation they can muster. We must encourage a 
child’s creativity for its own sake and for the 
confidence it engenders in the child. 

Support creativity, support imagination, sup-
port the Slaughter/Dicks amendment. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
support of the amendment offered by the 
gentlelady from New York, and Representa-
tives HORN, JOHNSON and DICKS. 

I am a strong supporter of the NEA, the 
NEH and the IMLS. This amendment provides 
for a very modest increase in funding for these 
important programs. 

Yesterday we found several billion dollars to 
increase funding for the Pentagon. 

Today, we need to support our school, li-
braries, museums, and artistic programs, pro-
grams that make our communities more liv-
able and our children more likely to succeed. 

I would like to point out that schools in my 
congressional district, in Attleboro, Foxboro, 
Worcester, Wrentham and Fall River, have all 
benefited from NEA grants and NEA-funded 
programs just in this last year. 

The NEA brought performing artists and 
companies to communities across the country, 
including Worcester and Fall River, Massachu-
setts. 

I have spoken before on this floor about the 
programs funded by the NEH and the Institute 
for Museum and Library Services program that 
have helped preserve history and protect im-
portant collections in my district. The arts, 
scholarship, research, collaboration—these 
are the fundamental services provided by 
these programs. 

I believe it is important to protect and pro-
mote our artistic and historical heritage. I be-
lieve it is a fundamental obligation for govern-
ment at all levels—federal, state and munic-
ipal—to support these efforts. 

I fully support this amendment and urge my 
colleagues to vote in support of this modest 
increase. 

Mrs. MALONEY of New York. Mr. Chair-
man, I would like to voice my strong support 
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for this amendment which will add additional 
funding for the National Endowment for the 
Arts, the National Endowment for the Human-
ities, and the Institute of Museum and Library 
Services. 

Mr. Chairman, the NEA serves a vital role in 
benefitting our communities, our children, and 
our economy. By providing grants to local 
communities, millions of children are exposed 
to the rich rewards of the arts. Studies have 
shown that children who experience the arts 
develop improved reading, writing, speaking, 
and listening skills, and are more likely to stay 
out of trouble. 

Aside from the benefits to young people, we 
cannot overlook the tremendous economic 
value that the arts provide. 

The creative industries reap more than $60 
billion annually in overseas sales, and rep-
resent our nation’s leading export. 

Additionally, the arts employ millions of 
Americans who depend upon this critical fed-
eral funding for their livelihoods. 

The Congress took an important step last 
year in approving a $7 million increase for the 
NEA, the first increase since 1992. We must 
continue this trend, and I urge all of my col-
leagues to support the Slaughter-Dicks-Horn- 
Johnson amendment. 

Mr. BEREUTER. Mr. Chairman, this Mem-
ber rises in support of the amendment offered 
by the distinguished gentlelady from New York 
(Ms. SLAUGHTER) and the distinguished gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr. DICKS). The 
amendment would increase funding for the 
National Endowment for the Arts (NEA) by 
$10 million, the National Endowment for the 
Humanities (NEH) by $3 million and the Insti-
tute for Museums and Library Services by $2 
million. The funds would be taken from the 
Clean Coal Technology Program and which 
would not be available until September 29, 
2002. 

Nebraska is extremely well-served by the 
Nebraska Arts Council. For FY2001, the 
Council received a total of $522,600, from the 
formula NEA grant and additional competitive 
grants. This Member has been particularly 
supportive of the Nebraska Arts Council efforts 
to provide arts education and artists visits to 
rural schools, where there would be little or no 
access to arts education without the Council’s 
involvement. Additionally, as part of a state- 
wide effort, the Nebraska Arts Council is hop-
ing to have sufficient resources to provide 
funding for a series of murals in Nebraska City 
to commemorate the bicentennial of the Lewis 
and Clark Corps of Discovery expedition. This 
effort will contribute to the success of the 
Lewis and Clark events scheduled in Ne-
braska City and will enhance the experience 
of those visiting for the Lewis and Clark bicen-
tennial. 

Federal funding for the arts allows small 
towns and communities across Nebraska to 
bring dancers and poets to schools, and lec-
tures on Impressionist painting to town halls in 
the Sandhills. Federal support of the arts 
means that Lincoln, Nebraska, has a Civic 
Symphony and Omaha, Nebraska, a children’s 
theater. These programs and institutions en-
rich all Nebraskans and are deserving of our 
wholehearted and enthusiastic support. 

In addition, this Member is strongly sup-
portive of the excellent work done by the Ne-

braska Council on the Humanities. In an ear-
lier statement today, this Member mentioned, 
as an example, the Humanities involvement in 
the Lewis and Clark bicentennial. 

In addition to the Teacher Institute, which 
will be held over the next few years, the Ne-
braska Humanities Council has many other 
programs that are related to the Lewis and 
Clark commemorations in Nebraska. There is 
a scholar-in-residence program, in which a na-
tionally known expert share his knowledge and 
enthusiasm with students in six to ten schools 
over several years. Several annual Chautau-
quas will be devoted to the Lewis and Clark 
bicentennial through 2005. There will be 
teacher seminars and lectures in addition to 
the continuing availability of the existing 
speakers bureau. 

In closing, Mr. Chairman, this Member urges 
his colleagues to support the Slaughter/Dicks 
amendment. 

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I urge 
you today to vote in favor of the bi-partisan 
amendment introduced by Representatives 
SLAUGHTER, HORN, DICKS and JOHNSON. The 
amendment will increase funding for the Na-
tional Endowment for the Arts, the National 
Humanities Council and the Office of Museum 
Services by $15 million, of which $10 million 
will go to the NEA. 

This increase would take the NEA budget to 
$120 million. Though not the $150 million the 
agency requested to fully support the Chal-
lenge America initiative, it makes important in-
roads into funding the arts in parts of our 
country which have not received NEA support 
before. In a community like my own, these 
new monies will reach out to community orga-
nizations and cultural groups, previously un-
funded, working to bring the arts to our chil-
dren in after school programs. 

Challenge America is designed to strength-
en communities through the creation of part-
nerships that support arts programs. This pro-
gram funds projects serving arts education, 
access for underserved areas, youth-at-risk, 
cultural heritage preservation and community 
arts partnerships. These partnerships rep-
resent what the arts do so well. Arts organiza-
tions working with schools, libraries, local busi-
nesses to make the arts available for every-
one. 

There are numerous studies that point to 
the benefits of art experience and instruction. 
The arts increase the ability of students to per-
form better in all areas of education. There are 
numerous studies that point out the economic 
impact of the arts in communities small and 
large. And we all know that quality of life is 
enhanced when the arts are a central part of 
a community’s life. 

The NEA has for over 30 years been a part-
ner in those partnerships. Challenge America 
will being federal dollars into more commu-
nities to help more children and families. I 
urge you to support the Slaughter amendment 
and increase the budget of the federal cultural 
agencies by $15 million. 

Mr. SKEEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentle-
woman from New York (Ms. SLAUGH-
TER). 

The question was taken; and the 
Chairman announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it. 

RECORDED VOTE 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I demand 
a recorded vote. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 221, noes 193, 
answered ‘‘present’’ 1, not voting 18, as 
follows: 

[Roll No. 177] 

AYES—221 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Allen 
Andrews 
Baird 
Baldacci 
Baldwin 
Ballenger 
Barcia 
Barrett 
Bass 
Becerra 
Bentsen 
Bereuter 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bishop 
Blagojevich 
Blumenauer 
Boehlert 
Bonior 
Borski 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Brown (FL) 
Brown (OH) 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardin 
Carson (IN) 
Carson (OK) 
Castle 
Clay 
Clayton 
Clement 
Clyburn 
Condit 
Conyers 
Coyne 
Crowley 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (FL) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis, Tom 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Deutsch 
Dicks 
Doggett 
Dooley 
Doyle 
Edwards 
Ehlers 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Evans 
Farr 
Filner 
Foley 
Ford 
Fossella 
Frank 
Frost 
Gephardt 
Gilman 
Gonzalez 
Gordon 
Green (TX) 

Greenwood 
Grucci 
Gutierrez 
Hall (OH) 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Hill 
Hilliard 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hoeffel 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Horn 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson (CT) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (OH) 
Kanjorski 
Kelly 
Kennedy (RI) 
Kildee 
Kind (WI) 
Kirk 
Kleczka 
Kolbe 
Kucinich 
LaFalce 
LaHood 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Leach 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Lofgren 
Lowey 
Luther 
Maloney (CT) 
Maloney (NY) 
Markey 
Mascara 
Matsui 
McCarthy (MO) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McKeon 
McKinney 
McNulty 
Meehan 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Menendez 
Millender- 

McDonald 
Miller, George 
Mink 
Mollohan 

Moore 
Moran (VA) 
Morella 
Murtha 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Owens 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Peterson (MN) 
Pomeroy 
Price (NC) 
Pryce (OH) 
Quinn 
Rahall 
Ramstad 
Rangel 
Reyes 
Rivers 
Rodriguez 
Roemer 
Rogers (MI) 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roukema 
Sabo 
Sanchez 
Sanders 
Sandlin 
Sawyer 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Scott 
Serrano 
Shays 
Sherman 
Simmons 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Spratt 
Stark 
Strickland 
Stupak 
Tauscher 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thurman 
Tierney 
Towns 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Waters 
Watson (CA) 
Watt (NC) 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Weldon (PA) 
Wexler 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 

NOES—193 

Akin 
Armey 
Baker 
Barr 
Bartlett 

Barton 
Bilirakis 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonilla 

Bono 
Brady (TX) 
Brown (SC) 
Bryant 
Burr 
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Burton 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Chabot 
Chambliss 
Coble 
Collins 
Combest 
Cooksey 
Costello 
Crane 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Cunningham 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Deal 
DeLay 
DeMint 
Diaz-Balart 
Doolittle 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Dunn 
Ehrlich 
Emerson 
English 
Ferguson 
Flake 
Fletcher 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Ganske 
Gekas 
Gibbons 
Gilchrest 
Gillmor 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Goss 
Graham 
Granger 
Graves 
Green (WI) 
Gutknecht 
Hall (TX) 
Hansen 
Hart 
Hastert 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Hayworth 
Hefley 
Herger 
Hilleary 
Hobson 
Hoekstra 

Hostettler 
Hulshof 
Hunter 
Hutchinson 
Hyde 
Isakson 
Issa 
Istook 
Jenkins 
John 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones (NC) 
Keller 
Kennedy (MN) 
Kerns 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Knollenberg 
Largent 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lucas (KY) 
Lucas (OK) 
Manzullo 
Matheson 
McCrery 
McIntyre 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller, Gary 
Moran (KS) 
Myrick 
Nethercutt 
Ney 
Northup 
Norwood 
Nussle 
Osborne 
Ose 
Otter 
Oxley 
Paul 
Pence 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Phelps 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Pombo 
Portman 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reynolds 
Rogers (KY) 

Ros-Lehtinen 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Ryun (KS) 
Saxton 
Scarborough 
Schaffer 
Schrock 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shaw 
Sherwood 
Shimkus 
Shows 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Skeen 
Skelton 
Smith (MI) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Souder 
Spence 
Stearns 
Stenholm 
Stump 
Sununu 
Sweeney 
Tancredo 
Tanner 
Tauzin 
Taylor (MS) 
Taylor (NC) 
Terry 
Thomas 
Thornberry 
Thune 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Toomey 
Traficant 
Turner 
Upton 
Vitter 
Walden 
Walsh 
Wamp 
Watkins (OK) 
Watts (OK) 
Weldon (FL) 
Weller 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson 
Wolf 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

ANSWERED ‘‘PRESENT’’—1 

DeFazio 

NOT VOTING—18 

Aderholt 
Baca 
Bachus 
Callahan 
Cox 
Cramer 

Cubin 
Dingell 
Everett 
Fattah 
Houghton 
Kaptur 

Kilpatrick 
McInnis 
Riley 
Rohrabacher 
Roybal-Allard 
Rush 

b 1234 

Messrs. HUNTER, SHUSTER, 
HUTCHINSON, HILLEARY and GUT-
KNECHT changed their vote from 
‘‘aye’’ to ‘‘no.’’ 

So the amendment was agreed to. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
Stated for: 
Mr. BACA. Mr. Chairman, I regret that due 

to a physician’s appointment I was unable to 
cast a vote on the Slaughter amendment to 
H.R. 2217 (Roll 177), to increase funding for 
the National Endowment for the Arts, the Na-
tional Endowment for the Humanities, and the 
Institute of Museum and Library Services by 
$15 million. 

Had I been present, I would have voted 
‘‘aye.’’ 

Mr. FARR of California. Mr. Chair-
man, I move to strike the last word. I 
would like to engage the distinguished 
chairman of the subcommittee in a col-
loquy. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to thank the 
gentleman from New Mexico for his 
hard work and leadership on the inte-
rior appropriations bill and mention 
that it is not the same on the agri-
culture appropriations bill without the 
gentleman’s presence. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to address an 
issue concerning a devastating disease. 
It is called the sudden oak death syn-
drome; and as the gentleman knows, 
sudden oak death has left miles of dead 
tanoaks and oaks in woodlands across 
California. In addition to its forest im-
pacts, this disease has a potential im-
pact on interstate and international 
trade. Both Canada and the State of 
Oregon have issued emergency quar-
antines banning the importation of 
nursery stock such as rhododendrons, 
azaleas and huckleberries. 

Mr. Chairman, I am concerned that 
this bill does not include the resources 
necessary to address the lack of funda-
mental knowledge and tools for effec-
tive eradication or containment of sud-
den oak death. 

I am prepared to offer an amendment 
to increase the funding for the Forest 
Service and Range Land Research Ac-
count. However, I am encouraged to 
hear by the gentleman’s efforts that he 
has agreed to work with me; and will, 
therefore, withhold offering my amend-
ment at this time. 

Mr. SKEEN. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. FARR of California. I yield to 
the gentleman from New Mexico. 

Mr. SKEEN. Mr. Chairman, I thank 
the gentleman for his kind words, and 
I assure the gentleman that I will work 
in conference to address his concerns 
regarding the search for funds for sud-
den oak death. 

Mr. FARR of California. Mr. Chair-
man, I thank the gentleman. I look for-
ward to working with him in solving 
this problem in much of the West. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Rhode Island. Mr. 
Chairman, I move to strike the last 
word. I rise to enter into a colloquy 
with the gentleman from New Mexico 
(Mr. SKEEN), the chairman of the sub-
committee, as well as the gentleman 
from Washington (Mr. DICKS), the 
ranking member. 

Mr. Chairman, it was my initial in-
tention to offer an amendment to in-
crease funding for the Indian Health 
Services Loan Repayment Program by 
$17 million. The Indian Loan Repay-
ment Program is designed as a recruit-
ment and retention tool for health care 
professionals who are willing to serve 
in the American Indian and Alaskan 
Native communities in exchange for re-
lief from their substantial loan bur-
dens. 

As my colleagues from New Mexico 
and Washington know, the state of 

health care in Indian country is far 
from ideal. American Indians and Alas-
kan Natives have incidences that are 
950 percent higher for diabetes, 630 per-
cent higher with respect to tuber-
culosis, and 350 percent higher when it 
comes to diabetes when compared to 
their non-Native counterparts. 

In the area of mental health, the in-
cidence of suicide among Native Amer-
icans is 72 percent higher, and greater 
than the rate for all other races in the 
United States. 

As a new member of the Committee 
on Appropriations, let me commend 
the gentleman from New Mexico (Mr. 
SKEEN) and the gentleman from Wash-
ington (Mr. DICKS) for increasing the 
overall Indian Health Services budget 
by $124 million, for a total of almost 
$2.4 billion. I have been witness to the 
difficult budget decisions that the gen-
tlemen must have made; and given the 
accounts in this bill, I appreciate their 
consideration on this issue. I think we 
all can agree that historical funding 
levels for IHS have represented only a 
fraction of the resources necessary to 
equalize the health care between Na-
tive and non-Native communities. 

I believe that the subcommittee has 
approached the pressing need of Indian 
health with the utmost sincerity, and 
to this point has made the most of 
what has been allocated. For this rea-
son I have decided not to offer my 
amendment, instead opting to ask that 
the gentleman from New Mexico and 
the gentleman from Washington pro-
ceed to conference with the United 
States Senate so they can consider in-
creasing the allocation for the loan re-
payment program. 

Mr. SKEEN. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. KENNEDY of Rhode Island. I 
yield to the gentleman from New Mex-
ico. 

Mr. SKEEN. I thank the gentleman 
for his comments. As a strong pro-
ponent for programs of American Indi-
ans and Alaskan Native people, I share 
his concerns about the condition of 
health care in Indian country. I want 
to assure the gentleman that funding 
for the Indian Health Service remains a 
top priority. I look forward to working 
with the gentleman to try and increase 
IHS funding as the process moves for-
ward. 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. KENNEDY of Rhode Island. I 
yield to the gentleman from Wash-
ington. 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I join my 
colleagues in their assertion that the 
IHS needs more resources to address 
the health care disparities within In-
dian country. The health care needs of 
many American Indian and Alaskan 
Natives are not being met. Clearly it is 
our responsibility to address these 
health disparities. I appreciate the gen-
tleman’s efforts, and look forward to 
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working with him as we complete the 
fiscal year 2002 budget process. I appre-
ciate his leadership on this issue. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Rhode Island. Mr. 
Chairman, I thank the ranking member 
and the subcommittee chairman. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike the last word. I would like to 
enter into a colloquy with the chair-
man of the Subcommittee On Interior 
of the Committee On Appropriations. 

Much of the land within the Rachel 
Carson National Wildlife Refuge in 
Maine is protected today. However, 
several in-holdings and other areas of 
critical concern are not. The Rachel 
Carson Wildlife Refuge consists of tidal 
creeks, coastal uplands, sandy dunes, 
salt ponds, and various types of wet-
lands that provide precious nesting and 
feeding habitat for a variety of migra-
tory waterfowl, and a nursery for many 
shellfish and fin fish. 

The refuge also serves our commu-
nities by providing countless individ-
uals and school groups the opportunity 
to gain firsthand knowledge of the crit-
ical and unusual nature of Maine’s 
coastal habitats. 

Mr. Chairman, there is an oppor-
tunity in fiscal year 2002 to purchase 
properties for the Rachel Carson Na-
tional Wildlife Refuge. Southern Maine 
is witnessing rapid development. With-
out preservation, coastal and wetland 
habitats are at great risk. I ask for the 
gentleman’s assistance to identify 
funding for a $3 million appropriation 
from the Land and Water Conservation 
Fund. This would ensure that the op-
portunity to protect these properties is 
not lost. 

Mr. SKEEN. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. ALLEN. I yield to the gentleman 
from New Mexico. 

Mr. SKEEN. Mr. Chairman, I thank 
the gentleman for bringing this project 
to the committee’s attention; and we 
will give his request serious consider-
ation as we move to conference. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. Chairman, I thank 
the gentleman. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 
Mr. MANZULLO. Mr. Chairman, last 

night I should have voted ‘‘yes’’ as op-
posed to ‘‘no’’ on the final passage of 
the supplemental appropriations bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
needs to make his unanimous consent 
request when the body sits in the 
House, not the Committee of the 
Whole. 

AMENDMENT NO. 6 OFFERED BY MR. SANDERS 
Mr. SANDERS. Mr. Chairman, I offer 

an amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will des-

ignate the amendment. 
The text of the amendment is as fol-

lows: 
Amendment No. 6 offered by Mr. SANDERS: 
Page 7, line 11, insert ‘‘(increased by 

$12,000,000)’’ after ‘‘$200,000,000’’. 
Page 87, line 13, insert ‘‘(reduced by 

$52,000,000)’’ after ‘‘$579,000,000’’. 

Page 89, line 5, insert ‘‘(increased by 
$36,000,000)’’ after ‘‘$940,805,000’’. 

Page 89, line 6, insert ‘‘(increased by 
$24,000,000)’’ after ‘‘$311,000,000’’. 

Page 89, line 11, insert ‘‘(increased by 
$24,000,000)’’ after ‘‘$249,000,000’’. 

The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to the 
order of the Committee of today, the 
gentleman from Vermont (Mr. SAND-
ERS) and a Member opposed each will 
control 15 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Vermont (Mr. SANDERS). 

Mr. SANDERS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, I am pleased to offer 
this tripartisan amendment which is 
cosponsored by the gentleman from 
New York (Mr. QUINN), the gentleman 
from Minnesota (Mr. OBERSTAR), the 
gentleman from New York (Mr. GIL-
MAN), the gentleman from Oregon (Mr. 
BLUMENAUER), and the gentleman from 
Wisconsin (Mr. KIND). 

This amendment is similar in many 
ways to an amendment that was passed 
by voice vote last year, and that passed 
with 248 votes 2 years ago. This amend-
ment is also supported by a broad coa-
lition of environmental and public in-
terest groups, including the League of 
Conservation Voters, the Sierra Club, 
the Natural Resources Defense Council, 
Public Citizen, U.S. Public Interest Re-
search Group, and the National Asso-
ciation of State Energy Officials. 

b 1245 
This amendment accomplishes three 

primary goals. First, in the midst of 
the worst energy crisis that this coun-
try has faced in 25 years, this amend-
ment adds $24 million to the very suc-
cessful weatherization program. All 
over this country, lower income people 
and senior citizens are wasting huge 
amounts of energy because their homes 
are inadequately insulated. While I ap-
preciate the good work of Ranking 
Members OBEY and DICKS and Chair-
men YOUNG and SKEEN to increase 
funding for this program from last 
year, it is still not enough. In fact, the 
$249 million provided in this bill for 
weatherization is $24 million less than 
the President’s budget request. In 
other words, all that we are doing here 
is funding the weatherization program 
at the same level the President has re-
quested. I should tell Members that I 
have been very critical of the Presi-
dent’s funding for energy in general. 

In addition, Mr. Chairman, this 
amendment provides an additional $12 
million for a number of other energy 
conservation programs. The various 
programs have been highly successful 
in leveraging State and private funds 
in terms of reducing the energy used by 
homeowners, schools, hospitals, farm-
ers and others. No one denies that our 
country can do much more in a wide 
range of energy conservation efforts, 
and this additional funding will provide 
some help in that direction. 

Lastly, Mr. Chairman, this amend-
ment also increases the payments in 

lieu of taxes program by $12 million, 
something that I and many other Mem-
bers have been deeply interested in for 
a number of years. Mr. Chairman, the 
PILT program was established to ad-
dress the fact that the Federal Govern-
ment does not pay taxes on the land 
that it owns. These Federal lands can 
include national forests, national 
parks, fish and wildlife refuges and 
land owned by the Bureau of Land 
Management. Like local property 
taxes, PILT payments are used to pay 
for school budgets, law enforcement, 
search and rescue, fire fighting, parks 
and recreation and other municipal ex-
penses. The PILT program benefits 
1,789 counties in 49 States throughout 
the country. I appreciate the commit-
tee’s increasing funding for this pro-
gram. They have. But once again be-
cause of woefully inadequate funding in 
recent years, we have got a long way to 
go. We cannot talk about respect for 
local government and then not pay 
them the amounts of money that we 
have to. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield such time as he 
may consume to the gentleman from 
New York (Mr. GILMAN). 

Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Chairman, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding me this 
time. 

I rise in support of the Sanders- 
Quinn-Kind amendment. This amend-
ment to the fiscal year 2002 Interior ap-
propriations bill increases funding to 
provide $48 million for the weatheriza-
tion assistance program, for PILT and 
for energy conservation. The weather-
ization assistance program has been 
highly successful and helped so many 
of our constituents. Increasing the 
weatherization assistance program by 
$24 million raises funding to the level 
that President Bush has requested in 
his fiscal year 2002 budget, as the gen-
tleman from Vermont has pointed out. 

Mr. Chairman, weatherization does 
work. It is a vital program that im-
proves the energy efficiency for low-in-
come families throughout our great 
Nation. These programs assist those 
most in need, those least able to afford 
the high cost of energy. This beneficial 
program saves our low-income con-
stituents about $200 a year in heating 
costs. That is $200 more that our hard-
working families can now spend on 
food, clothing, housing costs and for 
other necessities. 

Mr. Chairman, in this energy crisis, 
energy conservation is and should be 
on everyone’s mind. The energy con-
servation program has a proven track 
record. This program assists our hos-
pitals, our farmers, our homeowners, 
our schools and others to be able to re-
duce their cost of energy. The savings 
on energy allow our hospitals and 
schools to use the funds that would 
have gone towards energy costs to go 
towards education and medical care. 
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One reason for the success of the en-
ergy conservation program is the effec-
tive leveraging of significant amounts 
of State and private funds. 

Mr. Chairman, the exorbitant costs 
of gasoline and other sources of energy 
have been devastating to our small 
businesses, to our truckers and so 
many of our constituents. In order to 
remedy this energy crisis and to miti-
gate its effects on the future, we need 
to invest in energy efficient tech-
nologies. We need these technologies 
now. We must invest in our future and 
in the future of our children. 

Mr. Chairman, another important 
provision of the Sanders-Quinn-Kind 
weatherization/PILT amendment is the 
$12 million allocated towards payments 
in lieu of taxes which provides our 
counties and towns with welcome relief 
from the burden of supporting non-
taxable Federal lands. I have a good 
portion of those lands in my district. 
In addition, through PILT, the Federal 
Government has the opportunity to 
give back to the communities for the 
services they provide to the lands. My 
congressional district is among the 
1,789 counties throughout 49 States 
that benefit from PILT. 

In closing, Mr. Chairman, in the face 
of this energy crisis, we need to be 
proactive in order to combat the high 
prices for energy and to create energy- 
saving and energy-efficient tech-
nologies. The Sanders-Kind-Quinn 
amendment is proactive and laudable. 
Accordingly, I urge my colleagues to 
support this amendment. 

Mr. KINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, I 
claim the time in opposition to the 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
from Georgia will be recognized for 15 
minutes. 

Mr. KINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from 
Wisconsin (Mr. OBEY). 

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Chairman, no one in 
this House has been a more long-
standing supporter of the weatheriza-
tion program than I have, but this 
amendment deserves to be defeated. I 
oppose it on two grounds: First of all, 
we had a major victory in the com-
mittee on the issue of weatherization. 
This bill includes $311 million. That is 
a 63 percent increase over last year. 
The committee’s original number was 
$60 million lower. We negotiated it up 
to double that amount. 

The gentleman mentions the $24 mil-
lion by which it is below the President. 
That is only because that $24 million 
was used to insulate schools and hos-
pitals which is an equally deserving re-
quirement. None of us should be 
ashamed of doing that. 

Secondly, I would point out that this 
amendment actually reduces funds for 
fossil energy research. We need a bal-
anced research program in all areas of 
energy research. That includes re-
search on more efficient power plants 

and distributed generation tech-
nologies which are part of the fossil en-
ergy program that this amendment 
seeks to cut. In fact, the Democratic 
minority in the committee supported 
an amendment by the gentleman from 
New York (Mr. HINCHEY) to increase 
fossil fuel energy research along with 
energy conservation by $200 million. I 
think it would be foolish for us to sup-
port an amendment today which re-
duces funding for any energy research 
program. 

This amendment seeks to increase a 
fund which we have already increased 
by 63 percent by cutting further a fund 
which is already $4 million below last 
year. That makes no sense if we are 
trying to achieve a balanced program. 

I urge a ‘‘no’’ vote on this amend-
ment. 

Mr. KINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from 
Washington (Mr. DICKS). 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
opposition to the gentleman’s amend-
ment. No one in the House is a bigger 
supporter of the weatherization pro-
gram than this Member. Weatheriza-
tion funds are critical to lower income 
families who look for long-term sav-
ings in the cost of home energy 
through conservation, in particular in-
sulating their homes. 

I oppose this amendment, however, 
for two important reasons. First, the 
chairman and the committee have been 
extremely generous, as the gentleman 
from Wisconsin (Mr. OBEY) has pointed 
out, to the weatherization program in 
the committee bill. The bill includes 
$311 million for weatherization and 
State energy assistance. This is a $120 
million, 63 percent increase over last 
year. Yes, the gentleman is correct, the 
committee has allocated $24 million of 
this increase to programs to insulate 
schools and hospitals. I personally be-
lieve that this is a reasonable accom-
modation given the energy use of these 
facilities. The bottom line is that I 
want to support the chairman in his 
overall generosity to these programs. 

Second and equally important, I can-
not support an amendment which re-
duces funding for fossil energy re-
search. I believe that the lesson of the 
current energy crisis is that we need a 
larger and a balanced research program 
in all areas of energy research. This in-
cludes research on more efficient power 
plants and distributed generation tech-
nologies, which are part of the fossil 
energy program. The minority sup-
ported an amendment by the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. HINCHEY) 
in committee to increase fossil energy 
along with energy conservation re-
search by $200 million. I do not think 
we should support an amendment 
today which reduces funding for energy 
research programs. Therefore, I rise in 
very strong opposition to this amend-
ment. 

Mr. SANDERS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

My friends, of course, are right. We 
do take money from the fossil fuel en-
ergy research and development pro-
gram in order to fund weatherization, 
in order to fund energy conservation, 
in order to fund the long overdue ef-
forts to bring PILT payments to where 
they should be. 

Mr. Chairman, regarding the fossil 
fuel energy research and development 
program, let me quote from the report 
of the fiscal year 1997 Republican budg-
et resolution: 

‘‘The Department of Energy has 
spent billions of dollars on research 
and development since the oil crisis in 
1973 triggered this activity. Returns on 
this investment have not been cost ef-
fective, particularly for applied re-
search and development which industry 
has ample incentive to undertake. 
Some of this activity is simply cor-
porate welfare for the oil, gas and util-
ity industries. Much of it duplicates 
what industry is already doing. Some 
has gone to fund technology in which 
the market has no interest.’’ 

That is the Republican budget resolu-
tion of 1997, not BERNIE SANDERS. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield 2 minutes to 
the gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr. 
KIND). 

Mr. KIND. I thank the gentleman for 
yielding me this time. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise in strong sup-
port of this amendment. First of all, we 
appreciate the work that is being done 
in the Committee on Appropriations 
between the chairman and the ranking 
member and the subcommittee chair-
man and ranking member, but the 
fight is not here with this amendment. 
The fight is with an administration 
that submitted a budget that dras-
tically reduced energy research pro-
grams by between 48 and 52 percent 
across the board, whether it was alter-
native or renewable energy sources. It 
is also an administration that claims 
that they will restore funding to these 
programs but only after they collect 
oil royalties from drilling up in the 
Arctic National Wildlife Refuge. If 
there is a skewing of priorities here, I 
would submit it is with the administra-
tion in their energy plan and the budg-
et that they had submitted. 

This weatherization program is im-
portant to people across the country, 
not only in my district in western Wis-
consin but throughout the United 
States. In light of the fact that we just 
passed a large tax cut about a month 
ago which disproportionately benefits 
the wealthiest of the wealthy in this 
country, this weatherization program 
assists low-income families in order to 
weatherize their homes and businesses 
so that they can better deal with the 
rising energy costs that are sweeping 
across the country right now. 

Just a couple of short months after 
the Vice President’s now infamous 
statement that conservation may be a 
noble value but it is not any real un-
derpinning of a sensible energy policy, 
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the State of California has reduced 
their energy consumption by 11 per-
cent, which shows you the value of con-
servation and increased energy effi-
ciency in this country. 

That is all this amendment is trying 
to do, bolster those types of programs 
in energy conservation, in energy effi-
ciency for low-income families, as well 
as provide some much needed revenue 
relief back to local districts with the 
PILT program who are financing the 
nontaxable Federal property that ex-
ists in their local communities. That is 
why we feel that this amendment is 
eminently fair, why we need to make 
this investment. I appreciate my friend 
from Vermont highlighting some of the 
difficulties a lot of analysts have re-
vealed in regard to the coal research 
program, which I think needs further 
exploration. 

Mr. Chairman, much of the focus on our 
current energy crisis has been the rising price 
of gasoline. But in my district and throughout 
the country, the price of heating oil has risen 
as much as 40 percent in the past year. Con-
servation efforts such as the Weatherization 
Assistance Program go a long way to helping 
us become less dependent on foreign oil. 

The Weatherization Assistance Program 
helps correct the disproportionate energy bur-
den faced by low-income Americans. The pro-
gram has helped make over five million homes 
more energy efficient and the average home 
has seen heating savings of 23 percent. With 
many low-income households spending over 
$1,100 on energy costs annually, this energy 
efficiency savings can further help these fami-
lies afford the basic necessities of life. Mr. 
Chairman, we do not want any of our citizens 
having to make the difficult choice between 
food and fuel. I urge my colleagues to support 
this measure. 

Mr. KINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 2 minutes to the distinguished 
gentleman from Ohio (Mr. REGULA), the 
past chairman of the subcommittee 
and an active and current member. 

Mr. REGULA. Mr. Chairman, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding me this 
time. I want to associate myself with 
the remarks of the gentleman from 
Wisconsin (Mr. OBEY) and the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr. DICKS). I 
do not want to be repetitive, they had 
it exactly right. 

There are a couple of other things I 
would like to point out and, that is, 
this takes money from research on 
pipelines. Last year, in connection 
with the Northeast heating oil pro-
gram, we put tanks in New York Har-
bor because there are not enough pipe-
lines in the Northeast to deliver fuel. 
Here we have a chance to do research 
on putting these pipelines in without 
disturbing the surface. That program 
of research is cut. 

Something else I want to point out, 
and that is that in the LIHEAP pro-
gram, which is in the Labor, Health, 
Human Services and Education bill, 15 
percent of the LIHEAP money goes to 
weatherization. So the effect of the 

$300 million that we added in the sup-
plemental this week actually provides 
45 million additional dollars for weath-
erization. 

What we are talking about here 
today in effect is a double dip. I think 
this is a bad amendment. It takes 
money from research that is vitally 
important for fuel cells and for other 
forms of alternative fuels. 

b 1300 

As we face an energy crisis, one of 
the great hopes we have is to develop 
alternative ways of providing fuel rath-
er than to just scatter this in other 
programs. For all the reasons, and par-
ticularly as they were outlined by the 
gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr. OBEY) 
and the gentleman from Washington 
(Mr. DICKS), it is a bad amendment in 
terms of our overall energy policy; and 
I urge a strong ‘‘no’’ vote on this. 

Mr. SANDERS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
11⁄2 minutes to the gentleman from Or-
egon (Mr. DEFAZIO). 

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Chairman, I thank 
the gentleman from Vermont (Mr. 
SANDERS) for yielding me this time. 

Mr. Chairman, it is true, this would 
take some money from fossil energy. 
For instance, Chevron, whose profits 
last year were $5.2 billion, up from $2 
billion in 1999, that is a $3 billion 1- 
year increase, they will get $5 million 
or more under this bill as they did last 
year. The Phillips Petroleum, profits 
1999 only $700 million, last year $1.9 bil-
lion. They got $7 million from this pro-
gram last year. 

Am I being told that Phillips Petro-
leum and Chevron will not make these 
investments themselves, and they can-
not afford to make it themselves? That 
is not true. There are millions of Amer-
icans who cannot afford to make even 
more cost-effective investments them-
selves in weatherization. We can get 
three or four times as many kilowatts 
with weatherization for the price in to-
day’s market. We can get three or four 
times more with conservation pro-
grams than we can in the most effi-
cient fossil-fired fuel plants in this 
country. 

This amendment makes sense for in-
dividual Americans and for residential 
ratepayers; but it does not, I must 
admit my colleagues are right, it does 
not make sense for Westinghouse, Phil-
lips Petroleum, GE, and other compa-
nies that just cannot afford to make 
these investments on their own. 

Mr. KINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 2 minutes to the distinguished 
gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
MURTHA). 

Mr. MURTHA. Mr. Chairman, we 
have 600 years of coal reserves under-
neath the ground. Even in my district 
people want to burn coal cleanly, and 
in order to burn coal cleanly we have 
to have research to do that. It is abso-
lutely essential to my district, as well 
as western Pennsylvania. 

We have lost 10,000 or 12,000 coal min-
ers in western Pennsylvania in the last 
20 years. The thing that worries us is 
that if we do not do the research, in the 
end we will not be able to burn the coal 
cleanly. 

Every year, we try to balance in this 
bill all the agencies that need money. 
We increased weatherization. We in-
creased fossil research. The gentleman 
from New York (Mr. HINCHEY) offered 
the amendment. We supported the 
amendment. Now that we are going 
through an energy crisis, when 52 per-
cent of our electricity is produced by 
coal production, it would be foolish for 
us to eliminate this resource. 

So I would urge all the Members in 
the House to vote against this amend-
ment. It is essential to the future of 
this country to have a consistent, low- 
cost energy resource. So I would hope 
that we would vote against this amend-
ment and get on with the bill. 

Mr. SANDERS. Mr. Chairman, I re-
serve the balance of my time. 

Mr. KINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from 
Washington (Mr. NETHERCUTT), a mem-
ber of the committee. 

Mr. NETHERCUTT. Mr. Chairman, I 
thank the gentleman from Georgia 
(Mr. KINGSTON) very much for yielding 
me this time. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition to 
the Sanders amendment. I want to 
offer a little different perspective. Cer-
tainly we can acknowledge that the in-
crease in the weatherization has been 
substantial, 64 percent I think it is in 
the committee, and yet we have re-
duced the energy research account as 
well; but now the gentleman from 
Vermont (Mr. SANDERS) wants to re-
duce it even more. I think that is a 
mistake. 

My perspective is this: energy re-
search on fossil fuels, oil and gas and 
coal in this country, is conducted pri-
marily by small outfits, small inde-
pendent companies that have either 
family owned or small entrepreneurial 
operations that have small numbers of 
employees. So this is not a big oil-and- 
gas reduction attempt. This is going to 
hurt small companies and jobs in 
smaller communities that will add to 
the research that we need to make sure 
that we do achieve greater independ-
ence in the years ahead on fossil fuels. 
Whether we like it or not, we are de-
pendent on fossil fuels in this country; 
52 percent coal dependent, substantial 
oil and gas dependence. 

What we do not want to do is be de-
pendent for our national security inter-
ests on foreign imports from countries 
around the world. That is dangerous for 
our country. This energy fossil fuel re-
search and technology development 
will allow us to be more independent in 
the coming years, and it is critically 
important that we do that research to 
become more independent and become 
technologically adept at meeting the 
challenges of energy supply. 
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I am one who favors PILT, increase 

in the PILT account; but I think under 
this circumstance it is a balanced ap-
proach that we have adopted, and I 
urge a rejection of the amendment. 

Mr. SANDERS. Mr. Chairman, I re-
serve the balance of my time. 

Mr. KINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. DOYLE). 

Mr. DOYLE. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
strong opposition to the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from 
Vermont (Mr. SANDERS). At a time 
when the entire country’s attention is 
focused on the need for a national en-
ergy policy which is comprehensive, 
balanced and improves the overall na-
tional security by reducing our depend-
ency on foreign sources, I believe a 
move to slash $52 million from energy 
R&D will produce unwarranted and 
detrimental effects that will only 
make the current situation worse. Now 
is not the time to be short-sighted in 
making our funding decisions. 

We have heard the gentleman from 
Wisconsin (Mr. OBEY) and the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr. DICKS) 
speak eloquently to the fact that both 
of these programs, which we all sup-
port, PILT and weatherization, have 
been adequately funded in this bill. The 
gentleman from Vermont (Mr. SAND-
ERS) talks about the benefit of energy 
R&D research. If Members do take time 
to do a brief cost-benefit analysis, they 
will find that supporting energy R&D 
efforts is the most efficient, effective, 
and timely investment we can make; 
and for those Members who think that 
slashing $52 million from fossil energy 
research, that they are somehow going 
to improve the environment, they 
should think again about that dis-
jointed logic of such a conclusion. 

Consider the following that has oc-
curred as a result of energy R&D: we 
now see the possibility of zero-emission 
power plants using coal, natural gas, 
municipal waste and biomass; and re-
search is under way to capture and se-
quester carbon dioxide. DOE’s FE re-
search program has a solid record of 
success. We have over $9 billion of com-
mercial sales, of fluidized bed combus-
tors that have been made, a commer-
cial return of over $9 for every $1 of 
DOE investment. More than 200 com-
mercial fuel cells operate in the United 
States and overseas and the most effi-
cient, cleanest gas turbine in the world 
has ‘‘Made in America’’ stamped on it. 

Without question, FE R&D is a lot 
more than just coal and fossil energy 
research, and development does more 
than one might have imagined to help 
all of our constituents meet their needs 
when it comes to paying their energy 
needs. Please defeat this amendment. 

Mr. SANDERS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I might consume. 

Mr. Chairman, my friends talk about 
slashing fossil fuel research. If our 
amendment passes, it would represent 

an increase of $58 million more than 
the President wanted and $75 million 
more than fiscal year 2001. That is not 
exactly slashing. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield 11⁄2 minutes to 
the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. 
DAVIS). 

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, 
I rise in strong support of this amend-
ment, and I do so with the full under-
standing and appreciation for the in-
crease in the weatherization program. I 
appreciate that, but the realty is that 
if there is not enough in the pot to 
begin with, we cannot get out of it 
what is not there. 

I come from an environment where it 
is always too hot or too cold, always. I 
have more than 165,000 low-income con-
sumers who live at or below the pov-
erty level in a high-priced economic 
market. All of the time, every day of 
their lives, they are always moaning, 
groaning, crying about the inability to 
have a comfortable environment in 
which to live. 

While I appreciate research, am a 
strong proponent of it, we know that 
weatherization works. We know that it 
works. I support this amendment and 
would urge its passage to give relief to 
those individuals who need it now be-
cause we know that weatherization 
does work. 

Mr. KINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 1 minute to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. HOLDEN). 

Mr. HOLDEN. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
strong opposition to the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from 
Vermont (Mr. SANDERS), not because of 
the programs that he wishes to fund, 
but from where he is taking the money 
from. 

We are in an energy crisis, and we 
need to take full advantage of all of 
our own natural resources. We should 
be increasing investment in research 
and development, not decreasing it. 

I represent the androcyte coal fields 
of Pennsylvania, and there is a DOE- 
funded program there taking advan-
tage of a decades’ old technology of 
converting coal and waste coal into 
gasoline. 

We need to do that. We are too de-
pendent upon foreign oil. 

I had the opportunity to visit Penn 
State University a few months ago and 
look at the noncombustible applica-
tions that are being done there in their 
research and development, where they 
can convert coal and waste coal again 
into graphite, which is strong and 
light; and the automobile industry and 
the aircraft industry are looking at it 
for applications there because of its 
strength and how light it is. 

We need to up our investment in re-
search and development of fossil fuels, 
not decrease it. I urge all of my col-
leagues to vote against this amend-
ment. 

Mr. SANDERS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I might consume. 

Mr. Chairman, let me just make a 
couple of points. According to the Re-
publican Committee on the Budget, the 
fossil fuel research program is largely 
corporate welfare and ineffective. Ac-
cording to the CBO, let me quote, ‘‘The 
appropriateness of Federal Government 
funding for such research and develop-
ment is questionable,’’ CBO. 

Mr. Chairman, I can understand why 
some of my good friends want to see 
this research, fossil fuel research, ex-
panded. Thirty-eight percent of the 
money goes to two States. Weatheriza-
tion goes to 50 States. The bottom line, 
Mr. Chairman, is that we are increas-
ing funding for weatherization des-
perately needed. Hundreds of thousands 
of Americans cannot get into a pro-
gram which saves them money and pro-
tects the environment. We are expand-
ing money for other energy conserva-
tion programs, and we are putting 
more money in to programs that com-
pensate local governments when the 
Federal Government is using their 
property, the PILT program. 

Mr. Chairman, we are in the midst of 
a major energy crisis, the worst crisis 
this country has experienced in over 25 
years. Let us stand with lower-income 
people all over this country. Let us 
help them weatherize the homes in 
which they are living. Let us stand 
with small communities all over this 
country who deserve fair PILT funding. 
Let us stand with those people who say 
we are doing nowhere near enough in 
terms of energy conservation. 

This is a good amendment, and I urge 
its passage. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. KINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 30 seconds to the gentleman from 
Wisconsin (Mr. OBEY), because I know 
he had some points he wanted to make. 

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Chairman, I thank 
the gentleman from Georgia (Mr. KING-
STON) for yielding me this time. 

Mr. Chairman, let me repeat again, 
this amendment increases a program 
which we have already increased by 63 
percent. It cuts fossil fuels which we 
have already cut by 4 percent. There is 
nothing wrong with research for more 
efficient power plants or distributed 
generation technologies or pipeline im-
provement. Those are some of the pro-
grams this amendment would cut. This 
amendment is well meaning but it is ill 
advised and ill targeted. 

I have defended weatherization 
longer than any other person in this 
Chamber, and I stand here today urg-
ing a no vote on this amendment. 

Mr. KINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself such time as I might con-
sume. 

Mr. Chairman, I wanted to say this, 
again summarizing our bipartisan op-
position to this amendment, that PILT 
is funded at the historically high level 
in this bill of $200 million. That is $50 
million above the budget request. 
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Weatherization programs receive a 70 
percent increase in funding above last 
year. 

Here we are in an energy crisis, and 
energy conservation research funding 
has been restored to last year’s histori-
cally high level, which is a good in-
crease. But we need to continue that 
research. We need to keep the commit-
ment. Fossil energy research after de-
ducting the President’s clean coal 
power initiative is below last year’s 
level. Further cuts would be foolhardy. 

This amendment is bad for our en-
ergy security, bad for the consumer 
who purchases energy, and bad for the 
economy. We need to continue our re-
search. We need to vote no on this 
amendment. 

Mr. QUINN. Mr. Chairman, I rise in strong 
support of the Sanders-Quinn-Kind amend-
ment to increase funding for low-income 
weatherization and energy efficiency. 

What we do in this amendment is fairly sim-
ple. Most significantly, we increase weather-
ization by $24 million which would bring over-
all funding up to the Bush administration re-
quested level of $273 million. Weatherization 
is a program that is proven and really works 
to increase energy conservation. 

Through this program, low income families 
save $200 a year in heating costs, and these 
modest savings can be used for other impor-
tant family needs such as food, clothing, hous-
ing and other basic necessities of life. 

In addition, we increase overall state con-
servation programs by $12 million, and in-
creases the Payments in Lieu of Taxes (PILT) 
program by $12 million. 

We would offset these increases by cutting 
the Fossil Fuel R&D program by $52 million. 

Last year’s amendment on this issue 
passed by a voice vote, and I hope that this 
year we will have a similar level of support 
from this Body. I urge Members to pass the 
Sanders-Quinn amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN pro tempore (Mr. 
WHITFIELD). The question is on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Vermont (Mr. SANDERS). 

The question was taken; and the 
Chairman announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. SANDERS. Mr. Chairman, I de-
mand a recorded vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to clause 
6 of rule XVIII, further proceedings on 
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Vermont (Mr. SANDERS) 
will be postponed. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MRS. MALONEY OF 
NEW YORK 

Mrs. MALONEY of New York. Mr. 
Chairman, I offer an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mrs. MALONEY of 

New York: 
Page 36, beginning at line 1, strike ‘‘under 

a comparable royalty-in-value program’’ and 
insert ‘‘under the existing royalty-in-value 
program, including the royalty valuation 
procedures established by the final rule pub-
lished by the Minerals Management Service 
on March 15, 2000 (65 Fed. Reg. 14022 et seq.)’’. 

Mr. Chairman, I would like to thank 
the ranking member and the Chair for 
working with me on this amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I offer this amend-
ment in an attempt to stop giving cor-
porate welfare to America’s oil compa-
nies. This amendment simply clarifies 
that royalty-in-kind must earn at least 
as much money for the Federal Govern-
ment as a royalty-in-value program op-
erating under the new rules put in ef-
fect last year. 

For too long, major oil companies 
were paying fees to the Federal Gov-
ernment based on prices that were 
lower than market value. Basically the 
oil companies kept two sets of books; 
one which they paid each other based 
on market value, and one which was 
much lower that they paid to the Fed-
eral Government and the American 
taxpayers. Now, it is one thing for oil 
to be slick; it is quite another for oil 
companies to be slick at the expense of 
the American taxpayer. 

In a bipartisan way, the gentleman 
from California (Mr. HORN) and I held 
hearings to investigate money that 
major oil companies owed the Federal 
Government. Our hearings showed that 
many of these companies were under-
paying fees, costing the American tax-
payer nearly $100 million a year. 

Many companies were sued by the 
Federal Government for deliberate un-
derpayment of fees. Most have elected 
to settle, and to date over $425 million 
has been collected. Combined with 
State and private lawsuits, the oil in-
dustry has reluctantly paid to the gov-
ernment close to $5 billion to settle 
these underpayment claims. 

The Interior Department’s new oil 
valuation rule, which was announced 
last year, will save taxpayers at least 
$67 million each year by ensuring that 
oil companies pay the fair market 
value for the oil that is taken from 
Federal lands. 

Now that we have finally put a stop 
to the industry’s secret scheme and are 
collecting a fair amount for fees for the 
American taxpayer, we are now being 
asked to examine an entirely new sys-
tem of fee collection. Now the oil in-
dustry is telling us that they do not 
want to pay in money, they want to 
pay in oil. 

The last I heard, money was still the 
currency of the United States, and the 
American taxpayer should demand no 
less. The oil companies call it a new 
way to pay; I call it a new way to stiff 
America’s taxpayers. 

Today I offer an amendment to guar-
antee that the industry fees, the so- 
called royalty-in-kind program, earns 
at least fair market value or more. 
Why the need for this amendment? 
Independent analysis shows that in al-
most all cases, the government, under 
the oil industry plan, would have lost 
revenue compared to actual market 
prices. In fact, the government actu-
ally lost almost $3 million when you 

compare what was received via roy-
alty-in-kind with what would have 
been collected with fair market value. 

Mr. Chairman, the royalty-in-kind 
program puts the Federal Government 
into the oil business; not because it 
will save taxpayers money. It will ac-
tually cost them more. Not because it 
is more efficient; that has not been 
shown. No, we are asking the Federal 
Government to enter into the oil busi-
ness because big oil can no longer get 
away with cheating taxpayers out of 
their fair share of royalties received 
for value. That is the only reason that 
I have seen to support this particular 
program. 

Today, all we are asking is that if 
you are going to move ahead with this 
program, we should make sure that it 
is not costing taxpayers money, that it 
in fact is tied to fair market value. 

I hope that my colleagues will sup-
port in a bipartisan way this amend-
ment. 

Mr. SKEEN. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentlewoman yield? 

Mrs. MALONEY of New York. I yield 
to the gentleman from New Mexico. 

Mr. SKEEN. Mr. Chairman, I have no 
objection to the gentlewoman’s amend-
ment. My reading of the amendment is 
it just codifies the current program. 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentlewoman yield? 

Mrs. MALONEY of New York. I yield 
to the gentleman from Washington. 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I want to 
say to the gentleman from New Mexico 
(Chairman SKEEN) that we appreciate 
his willingness to accept the amend-
ment, and compliment the gentle-
woman for her hard work on this issue. 

Mrs. MALONEY of New York. Mr. 
Chairman, reclaiming my time, I thank 
the gentleman from New Mexico 
(Chairman SKEEN) and the gentleman 
from Washington (Mr. DICKS). 

The CHAIRMAN pro tempore. The 
question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentlewoman from New York 
(Mrs. MALONEY). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. SKEEN. Mr. Chairman, I ask 

unanimous consent that title II be con-
sidered as read, printed in the RECORD 
and open to amendment at any point. 

The CHAIRMAN pro tempore. Is 
there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from New Mexico? 

There was no objection. 
The text of title II is as follows: 

TITLE II—RELATED AGENCIES 
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

FOREST SERVICE 
FOREST AND RANGELAND RESEARCH 

For necessary expenses of forest and range-
land research as authorized by law, 
$236,979,000, to remain available until ex-
pended. 

STATE AND PRIVATE FORESTRY 
For necessary expenses of cooperating with 

and providing technical and financial assist-
ance to States, territories, possessions, and 
others, and for forest health management, 
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cooperative forestry, and education and land 
conservation activities and conducting an 
international program as authorized, 
$277,771,000, to remain available until ex-
pended, as authorized by law, of which 
$60,000,000 is for the Forest Legacy Program, 
$8,000,000 is for the Stewardship Incentives 
Program, and $36,000,000 is for the Urban and 
Community Forestry Program, defined in 
section 250(c)(4)(E)(ix) of the Balanced Budg-
et and Emergency Deficit Control Act of 
1985, as amended, for the purposes of such 
Act: Provided, That, hereafter, ‘‘Forest Serv-
ice State and Private Forestry, Stewardship 
Incentives Program’’ shall be considered to 
be within the ‘‘State and Other Conservation 
sub-category’’ in section 250(c)(4)(G) of the 
Balanced Budget and Emergency Deficit 
Control Act of 1985, as amended: Provided fur-
ther, That none of the funds provided under 
this heading for the acquisition of lands or 
interests in lands shall be available until the 
House Committee on Appropriations and the 
Senate Committee on Appropriations pro-
vide to the Secretary, in writing, a list of 
specific acquisitions to be undertaken with 
such funds. 

NATIONAL FOREST SYSTEM 

For necessary expenses of the Forest Serv-
ice, not otherwise provided, for management, 
protection, improvement, and utilization of 
the National Forest System, $1,326,445,000, to 
remain available until expended, which shall 
include 50 percent of all moneys received 
during prior fiscal years as fees collected 
under the Land and Water Conservation 
Fund Act of 1965, as amended, in accordance 
with section 4 of the Act (16 U.S.C. 460l– 
6a(i)): Provided, That unobligated balances 
available at the start of fiscal year 2002 shall 
be displayed by budget line item in the fiscal 
year 2003 budget justification: Provided fur-
ther, That the Secretary may authorize the 
expenditure or transfer of such sums as nec-
essary to the Department of the Interior, Bu-
reau of Land Management for removal, prep-
aration, and adoption of excess wild horses 
and burros from National Forest System 
lands. 

WILDLAND FIRE MANAGEMENT 

For necessary expenses for forest fire 
presuppression activities on National Forest 
System lands, for emergency fire suppression 
on or adjacent to such lands or other lands 
under fire protection agreement, and for 
emergency rehabilitation of burned-over Na-
tional Forest System lands and water, 
$1,402,305,000, to remain available until ex-
pended: Provided, That such funds including 
unobligated balances under this head, are 
available for repayment of advances from 
other appropriations accounts previously 
transferred for such purposes: Provided fur-
ther, That not less than 50 percent of any un-
obligated balances remaining (exclusive of 
amounts for hazardous fuels reduction) at 
the end of fiscal year 2000 shall be trans-
ferred, as repayment for past advances that 
have not been repaid, to the fund established 
pursuant to section 3 of Public Law 71–319 (16 
U.S.C. 576 et seq.): Provided further, That not-
withstanding any other provision of law, 
$8,000,000 of funds appropriated under this ap-
propriation shall be used for Fire Science 
Research in support of the Joint Fire 
Science Program: Provided further, That all 
authorities for the use of funds, including 
the use of contracts, grants, and cooperative 
agreements, available to execute the Forest 
and Rangeland Research appropriation, are 
also available in the utilization of these 
funds for Fire Science Research: Provided 
further, That funds provided shall be avail-

able for emergency rehabilitation and res-
toration, hazard reduction activities in the 
urban-wildland interface, support to federal 
emergency response, and wildfire suppres-
sion activities of the Forest Service; Pro-
vided further, That of the funds provided, 
$227,010,000 is for hazardous fuel treatment, 
$81,000,000 is for rehabilitation and restora-
tion, $38,000,000 is for capital improvement 
and maintenance of fire facilities, $27,265,000 
is for research activities and to make com-
petitive research grants pursuant to the For-
est and Rangeland Renewable Resources Re-
search Act, as amended (16 U.S.C. 1641 et 
seq.), $50,383,000 is for state fire assistance, 
$8,262,000 is for volunteer fire assistance, 
$11,974,000 is for forest health activities on 
state, private, and federal lands, and 
$12,472,000 is for economic action programs: 
Provided further, That amounts in this para-
graph may be transferred to the ‘‘State and 
Private Forestry’’, ‘‘National Forest Sys-
tem’’, ‘‘Forest and Rangeland Research’’, 
and ‘‘Capital Improvement and Mainte-
nance’’ accounts to fund state fire assist-
ance, volunteer fire assistance, and forest 
health management, vegetation and water-
shed management, heritage site rehabilita-
tion, wildlife and fish habitat management, 
trails and facilities maintenance and res-
toration: Provided further, That transfers of 
any amounts in excess of those authorized in 
this paragraph, shall require approval of the 
House and Senate Committees on Appropria-
tions in compliance with reprogramming 
procedures contained in House Report No. 
105–163: Provided further, That the costs of 
implementing any cooperative agreement be-
tween the Federal government and any non- 
Federal entity may be shared, as mutually 
agreed on by the affected parties: Provided 
further, That in entering into such grants or 
cooperative agreements, the Secretary may 
consider the enhancement of local and small 
business employment opportunities for rural 
communities, and that in entering into pro-
curement contracts under this section on a 
best value basis, the Secretary may take 
into account the ability of an entity to en-
hance local and small business employment 
opportunities in rural communities, and that 
the Secretary may award procurement con-
tracts, grants, or cooperative agreements 
under this section to entities that include 
local non-profit entities, Youth Conservation 
Corps or related partnerships with State, 
local or non-profit youth groups, or small or 
disadvantaged businesses: Provided further, 
That: 

(1) In expending the funds provided with re-
spect to this Act for hazardous fuels reduc-
tion, the Secretary of the Interior and the 
Secretary of Agriculture may conduct fuel 
reduction treatments on Federal lands using 
all contracting and hiring authorities avail-
able to the Secretaries applicable to haz-
ardous fuel reduction activities under the 
wildland fire management accounts. Not-
withstanding Federal government procure-
ment and contracting laws, the Secretaries 
may conduct fuel reduction treatments on 
Federal lands using grants and cooperative 
agreements. Notwithstanding Federal gov-
ernment procurement and contracting laws, 
in order to provide employment and training 
opportunities to people in rural commu-
nities, the Secretaries may award contracts, 
including contracts for monitoring activi-
ties, to— 

(A) local private, nonprofit, or cooperative 
entities; 

(B) Youth Conservation Corps crews or re-
lated partnerships, with State, local and 
non-profit youth groups; 

(C) small or micro-businesses; or 
(D) other entities that will hire or train a 

significant percentage of local people to 
complete such contracts. The authorities de-
scribed above relating to contracts, grants, 
and cooperative agreements are available 
until all funds provided in this title for haz-
ardous fuels reduction activities in the urban 
wildland interface are obligated. 

(2)(A) The Secretary of Agriculture may 
transfer or reimburse funds to the United 
States Fish and Wildlife Service of the De-
partment of the Interior, or the National 
Marine Fisheries Service of the Department 
of Commerce, for the costs of carrying out 
their responsibilities under the Endangered 
Species Act of 1973 (16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.) to 
consult and conference as required by sec-
tion 7 of such Act in connection with 
wildland fire management activities in fiscal 
years 2001 and 2002. 

(B) Only those funds appropriated for fiscal 
years 2001 and 2002 to Forest Service (USDA) 
for wildland fire management are available 
to the Secretary of Agriculture for such 
transfer or reimbursement. 

(C) The amount of the transfer or reim-
bursement shall be as mutually agreed by 
the Secretary of Agriculture and the Sec-
retary of the Interior or Secretary of Com-
merce, as applicable, or their designees. The 
amount shall in no case exceed the actual 
costs of consultation and conferencing in 
connection with wildland fire management 
activities affecting National Forest System 
lands. 

For an additional amount, to liquidate ob-
ligations previously incurred, $274,147,000. 

CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT AND MAINTENANCE 

For necessary expenses of the Forest Serv-
ice, not otherwise provided for, $535,513,000, 
to remain available until expended for con-
struction, reconstruction, maintenance and 
acquisition of buildings and other facilities, 
and for construction, reconstruction, repair 
and maintenance of forest roads and trails 
by the Forest Service as authorized by 16 
U.S.C. 532–538 and 23 U.S.C. 101 and 205, of 
which $50,000,000 is for ‘‘Federal Infrastruc-
ture Improvement’’, defined in section 
250(c)(4)(E)(xiv) of the Balanced Budget and 
Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985, as 
amended, for the purposes of such Act: Pro-
vided, That fiscal year 2001 balances in the 
Federal Infrastructure Improvement account 
for the Forest Service shall be transferred to 
and merged with this appropriation, and 
shall remain available until expended: Pro-
vided further, That up to $15,000,000 of the 
funds provided herein for road maintenance 
shall be available for the decommissioning of 
roads, including unauthorized roads not part 
of the transportation system, which are no 
longer needed: Provided further, That no 
funds shall be expended to decommission any 
system road until notice and an opportunity 
for public comment has been provided on 
each decommissioning project. 

LAND ACQUISITION 

For expenses necessary to carry out the 
provisions of the Land and Water Conserva-
tion Fund Act of 1965, as amended (16 U.S.C. 
460l–4 through 11), including administrative 
expenses, and for acquisition of land or wa-
ters, or interest therein, in accordance with 
statutory authority applicable to the Forest 
Service, $130,877,000 to be derived from the 
Land and Water Conservation Fund, to re-
main available until expended, and to be for 
the conservation activities defined in section 
250(c)(4)(E)(iv) of the Balanced Budget and 
Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985, as 
amended, for the purposes of such Act. 
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ACQUISITION OF LANDS FOR NATIONAL FORESTS 

SPECIAL ACTS 
For acquisition of lands within the exte-

rior boundaries of the Cache, Uinta, and 
Wasatch National Forests, Utah; the Toiyabe 
National Forest, Nevada; and the Angeles, 
San Bernardino, Sequoia, and Cleveland Na-
tional Forests, California, as authorized by 
law, $1,069,000, to be derived from forest re-
ceipts. 

ACQUISITION OF LANDS TO COMPLETE LAND 
EXCHANGES 

For acquisition of lands, such sums, to be 
derived from funds deposited by State, coun-
ty, or municipal governments, public school 
districts, or other public school authorities 
pursuant to the Act of December 4, 1967, as 
amended (16 U.S.C. 484a), to remain available 
until expended. 

RANGE BETTERMENT FUND 
For necessary expenses of range rehabilita-

tion, protection, and improvement, 50 per-
cent of all moneys received during the prior 
fiscal year, as fees for grazing domestic live-
stock on lands in National Forests in the 16 
Western States, pursuant to section 401(b)(1) 
of Public Law 94–579, as amended, to remain 
available until expended, of which not to ex-
ceed 6 percent shall be available for adminis-
trative expenses associated with on-the- 
ground range rehabilitation, protection, and 
improvements. 

GIFTS, DONATIONS AND BEQUESTS FOR FOREST 
AND RANGELAND RESEARCH 

For expenses authorized by 16 U.S.C. 
1643(b), $92,000, to remain available until ex-
pended, to be derived from the fund estab-
lished pursuant to the above Act. 
MANAGEMENT OF NATIONAL FOREST LANDS FOR 

SUBSISTENCE USES 
For necessary expenses of the Forest Serv-

ice to manage federal lands in Alaska for 
subsistence uses under title VIII of the Alas-
ka National Interest Lands Conservation Act 
(Public Law 96–487), $5,488,000, to remain 
available until expended. 
ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS, FOREST SERVICE 
Appropriations to the Forest Service for 

the current fiscal year shall be available for: 
(1) purchase of not to exceed 132 passenger 
motor vehicles of which eight will be used 
primarily for law enforcement purposes and 
of which 130 shall be for replacement; acqui-
sition of 25 passenger motor vehicles from 
excess sources, and hire of such vehicles; op-
eration and maintenance of aircraft, the pur-
chase of not to exceed seven for replacement 
only, and acquisition of sufficient aircraft 
from excess sources to maintain the operable 
fleet at 195 aircraft for use in Forest Service 
wildland fire programs and other Forest 
Service programs; notwithstanding other 
provisions of law, existing aircraft being re-
placed may be sold, with proceeds derived or 
trade-in value used to offset the purchase 
price for the replacement aircraft; (2) serv-
ices pursuant to 7 U.S.C. 2225, and not to ex-
ceed $100,000 for employment under 5 U.S.C. 
3109; (3) purchase, erection, and alteration of 
buildings and other public improvements (7 
U.S.C. 2250); (4) for expenses pursuant to the 
Volunteers in the National Forest Act of 1972 
(16 U.S.C. 558a, 558d, and 558a note); (5) the 
cost of uniforms as authorized by 5 U.S.C. 
5901–5902; and (6) for debt collection con-
tracts in accordance with 31 U.S.C. 3718(c). 

Any appropriations or funds available to 
the Secretary may be transferred to the 
Wildland Fire Management appropriation for 
forest firefighting, emergency rehabilitation 
of burned-over or damaged lands or waters 
under its jurisdiction, and fire preparedness 

due to severe burning conditions if and only 
if all previously appropriated emergency 
contingent funds under the heading 
‘‘Wildland Fire Management’’ have been re-
leased by the President and apportioned. 

Funds appropriated to the Forest Service 
shall be available for assistance to or 
through the Agency for International Devel-
opment and the Foreign Agricultural Service 
in connection with forest and rangeland re-
search, technical information, and assist-
ance in foreign countries, and shall be avail-
able to support forestry and related natural 
resource activities outside the United States 
and its territories and possessions, including 
technical assistance, education and training, 
and cooperation with United States and 
international organizations. 

None of the funds made available to the 
Forest Service under this Act shall be sub-
ject to transfer under the provisions of sec-
tion 702(b) of the Department of Agriculture 
Organic Act of 1944 (7 U.S.C. 2257) or 7 U.S.C. 
147b unless the proposed transfer is approved 
in advance by the House and Senate Commit-
tees on Appropriations in compliance with 
the reprogramming procedures contained in 
House Report No. 105–163. 

None of the funds available to the Forest 
Service may be reprogrammed without the 
advance approval of the House and Senate 
Committees on Appropriations in accordance 
with the procedures contained in House Re-
port No. 105–163. 

No funds available to the Forest Service 
shall be transferred to the Working Capital 
Fund of the Department of Agriculture that 
exceed the total amount transferred during 
fiscal year 2000 for such purposes without the 
advance approval of the House and Senate 
Committees on Appropriations. 

Funds available to the Forest Service shall 
be available to conduct a program of not less 
than $2,000,000 for high priority projects 
within the scope of the approved budget 
which shall be carried out by the Youth Con-
servation Corps, defined in section 
250(c)(4)(E)(xii) of the Balanced Budget and 
Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985, as 
amended, for the purposes of such Act. 

Of the funds available to the Forest Serv-
ice, $2,500 is available to the Chief of the For-
est Service for official reception and rep-
resentation expenses. 

Pursuant to sections 405(b) and 410(b) of 
Public Law 101–593, of the funds available to 
the Forest Service, up to $2,250,000 may be 
advanced in a lump sum as Federal financial 
assistance to the National Forest Founda-
tion, without regard to when the Foundation 
incurs expenses, for administrative expenses 
or projects on or benefitting National Forest 
System lands or related to Forest Service 
programs: Provided, That of the Federal 
funds made available to the Foundation, no 
more than $300,000 shall be available for ad-
ministrative expenses: Provided further, That 
the Foundation shall obtain, by the end of 
the period of Federal financial assistance, 
private contributions to match on at least 
one-for-one basis funds made available by 
the Forest Service: Provided further, That the 
Foundation may transfer Federal funds to a 
non-Federal recipient for a project at the 
same rate that the recipient has obtained 
the non-Federal matching funds: Provided 
further, That hereafter, the National Forest 
Foundation may hold Federal funds made 
available but not immediately disbursed and 
may use any interest or other investment in-
come earned (before, on, or after the date of 
the enactment of this Act) on Federal funds 
to carry out the purposes of Public Law 101– 
593: Provided further, That such investments 

may be made only in interest-bearing obliga-
tions of the United States or in obligations 
guaranteed as to both principal and interest 
by the United States. 

Pursuant to section 2(b)(2) of Public Law 
98–244, $2,650,000 of the funds available to the 
Forest Service shall be available for match-
ing funds to the National Fish and Wildlife 
Foundation, as authorized by 16 U.S.C. 3701– 
3709, and may be advanced in a lump sum as 
Federal financial assistance, without regard 
to when expenses are incurred, for projects 
on or benefitting National Forest System 
lands or related to Forest Service programs: 
Provided, That the Foundation shall obtain, 
by the end of the period of Federal financial 
assistance, private contributions to match 
on at least one-for-one basis funds advanced 
by the Forest Service: Provided further, That 
the Foundation may transfer Federal funds 
to a non-Federal recipient for a project at 
the same rate that the recipient has ob-
tained the non-Federal matching funds. 

Funds appropriated to the Forest Service 
shall be available for interactions with and 
providing technical assistance to rural com-
munities for sustainable rural development 
purposes. 

Notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, 80 percent of the funds appropriated to 
the Forest Service in the ‘‘National Forest 
System’’ and ‘‘Capital Improvement and 
Maintenance’’ accounts and planned to be al-
located to activities under the ‘‘Jobs in the 
Woods’’ program for projects on National 
Forest land in the State of Washington may 
be granted directly to the Washington State 
Department of Fish and Wildlife for accom-
plishment of planned projects. Twenty per-
cent of said funds shall be retained by the 
Forest Service for planning and admin-
istering projects. Project selection and 
prioritization shall be accomplished by the 
Forest Service with such consultation with 
the State of Washington as the Forest Serv-
ice deems appropriate. 

Funds appropriated to the Forest Service 
shall be available for payments to counties 
within the Columbia River Gorge National 
Scenic Area, pursuant to sections 14(c)(1) and 
(2), and section 16(a)(2) of Public Law 99–663. 

The Secretary of Agriculture is authorized 
to enter into grants, contracts, and coopera-
tive agreements as appropriate with the Pin-
chot Institute for Conservation, as well as 
with public and other private agencies, orga-
nizations, institutions, and individuals, to 
provide for the development, administration, 
maintenance, or restoration of land, facili-
ties, or Forest Service programs, at the Grey 
Towers National Historic Landmark: Pro-
vided, That, subject to such terms and condi-
tions as the Secretary of Agriculture may 
prescribe, any such public or private agency, 
organization, institution, or individual may 
solicit, accept, and administer private gifts 
of money and real or personal property for 
the benefit of, or in connection with, the ac-
tivities and services at the Grey Towers Na-
tional Historic Landmark: Provided further, 
That such gifts may be accepted notwith-
standing the fact that a donor conducts busi-
ness with the Department of Agriculture in 
any capacity. 

Funds appropriated to the Forest Service 
shall be available, as determined by the Sec-
retary, for payments to Del Norte County, 
California, pursuant to sections 13(e) and 14 
of the Smith River National Recreation Area 
Act (Public Law 101–612). 

Notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, any appropriations or funds available to 
the Forest Service not to exceed $500,000 may 
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be used to reimburse the Office of the Gen-
eral Counsel (OGC), Department of Agri-
culture, for travel and related expenses in-
curred as a result of OGC assistance or par-
ticipation requested by the Forest Service at 
meetings, training sessions, management re-
views, land purchase negotiations and simi-
lar non-litigation related matters. Future 
budget justifications for both the Forest 
Service and the Department of Agriculture 
should clearly display the sums previously 
transferred and the requested funding trans-
fers. 

No employee of the Department of Agri-
culture may be detailed or assigned from an 
agency or office funded by this Act to any 
other agency or office of the department for 
more than 30 days unless the individual’s 
employing agency or office is fully reim-
bursed by the receiving agency or office for 
the salary and expenses of the employee for 
the period of assignment. 

The Forest Service shall fund indirect ex-
penses, that is expenses not directly related 
to specific programs or to the accomplish-
ment of specific work on-the-ground, from 
any funds available to the Forest Service: 
Provided, That the Forest Service shall im-
plement and adhere to the definitions of in-
direct expenditures established pursuant to 
Public Law 105–277 on a nationwide basis 
without flexibility for modification by any 
organizational level except the Washington 
Office, and when changed by the Washington 
Office, such changes in definition shall be re-
ported in budget requests submitted by the 
Forest Service: Provided further, That the 
Forest Service shall provide in all future 
budget justifications, planned indirect ex-
penditures in accordance with the defini-
tions, summarized and displayed to the Re-
gional, Station, Area, and detached unit of-
fice level. The justification shall display the 
estimated source and amount of indirect ex-
penditures, by expanded budget line item, of 
funds in the agency’s annual budget jus-
tification. The display shall include appro-
priated funds and the Knutson-Vandenberg, 
Brush Disposal, Cooperative Work-Other, 
and Salvage Sale funds. Changes between es-
timated and actual indirect expenditures 
shall be reported in subsequent budget jus-
tifications: Provided, That during fiscal year 
2002 the Secretary shall limit total annual 
indirect obligations from the Brush Disposal, 
Knutson-Vandenberg, Reforestation, Salvage 
Sale, and Roads and Trails funds to 20 per-
cent of the total obligations from each fund. 
Obligations in excess of 20 percent which 
would otherwise be charged to the above 
funds may be charged to appropriated funds 
available to the Forest Service subject to no-
tification of the Committees on Appropria-
tions of the House and Senate. 

Any appropriations or funds available to 
the Forest Service may be used for necessary 
expenses in the event of law enforcement 
emergencies as necessary to protect natural 
resources and public or employee safety: Pro-
vided, That such amounts shall not exceed 
$750,000. 

The Secretary of Agriculture may author-
ize the sale of excess buildings, facilities, 
and other properties owned by the Forest 
Service and located on the Green Mountain 
National Forest, the revenues of which shall 
be retained by the Forest Service and avail-
able to the Secretary without further appro-
priation and until expended for maintenance 
and rehabilitation activities on the Green 
Mountain National Forest. 

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 
FOSSIL ENERGY RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT 
For necessary expenses in carrying out fos-

sil energy research and development activi-

ties, under the authority of the Department 
of Energy Organization Act (Public Law 95– 
91), including the acquisition of interest, in-
cluding defeasible and equitable interests in 
any real property or any facility or for plant 
or facility acquisition or expansion, and for 
conducting inquiries, technological inves-
tigations and research concerning the ex-
traction, processing, use, and disposal of 
mineral substances without objectionable so-
cial and environmental costs (30 U.S.C. 3, 
1602, and 1603), $579,000,000, to remain avail-
able until expended, of which $150,000,000 is 
to be available, after coordination with the 
private sector, for a request for proposals for 
a Clean Coal Power Initiative providing for 
competitively-awarded research, develop-
ment and demonstration of commercial scale 
technologies to reduce the barriers to con-
tinued and expanded coal use: Provided, That 
all awards shall be cost-shared with industry 
participants: Provided further, That in order 
to enhance the return to the taxpayer, provi-
sions for royalties from commercialization 
of funded technologies shall be included in 
the program solicitation, including provi-
sions for reasonable royalties from sale or li-
censing of technologies from both domestic 
and foreign transactions: Provided further, 
That no part of the sum herein made avail-
able shall be used for the field testing of nu-
clear explosives in the recovery of oil and 
gas: Provided further, That up to 4 percent of 
program direction funds available to the Na-
tional Energy Technology Laboratory may 
be used to support Department of Energy ac-
tivities not included in this account. 

NAVAL PETROLEUM AND OIL SHALE RESERVES 
For expenses necessary to carry out engi-

neering studies to determine thecost of de-
velopment, the predicted rate and quantity 
of petroleum recovery, the methodology, and 
the equipment specifications for develop-
ment of Shannon Formation at Naval Petro-
leum Reserve Numbered 3, utilizing a below- 
the-reservoir production method, $17,371,000, 
to remain available until expended: Provided, 
That, notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, unobligated funds remaining from 
prior years shall be available for all naval 
petroleum and oil shale reserve activities. 

ELK HILLS SCHOOL LANDS FUND 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For necessary expenses in fulfilling install-
ment payments under the Settlement Agree-
ment entered into by the United States and 
the State of California on October 11, 1996, as 
authorized by section 3415 of Public Law 104– 
106, $36,000,000, to be derived by transfer from 
funds appropriated in prior years under the 
heading ‘‘Clean Coal Technology’’. 

ENERGY CONSERVATION 
For necessary expenses in carrying out en-

ergy conservation activities, $940,805,000 to 
remain available until expended: Provided, 
That $311,000,000 shall be for use in energy 
conservation grant programs as defined in 
section 3008(3) of Public Law 99–509 (15 U.S.C. 
4507): Provided further, That notwithstanding 
section 3003(d)(2) of Public Law 99–509, such 
sums shall be allocated to the eligible pro-
grams as follows: $249,000,000 for weatheriza-
tion assistance grants and $62,000,000 for 
State energy conservation grants: Provided 
further, That notwithstanding any other pro-
vision of law, in fiscal year 2002 and there-
after sums appropriated for weatherization 
assistance grants shall be contingent on a 
non-Federal cost share of 25 percent by each 
participating State or other qualified partic-
ipant: Provided further, That the Secretary of 
Energy may waive up to fifty percent of the 
cost-sharing requirement for weatherization 

assistance for a State which he finds to be 
experiencing fiscal hardship or major 
changes in energy markets or suppliers or 
other temporary limitations on its ability to 
provide matching funds, provided that the 
State is demonstrably engaged in continuing 
activities to secure non-Federal resources 
and that such waiver is limited to one fiscal 
year and that no State may be granted such 
waiver more than twice: Provided further, 
That, hereafter, Indian tribal direct grantees 
of weatherization assistance shall not be re-
quired to provide matching funds. 

ECONOMIC REGULATION 

For necessary expenses in carrying out the 
activities of the Office of Hearings and Ap-
peals, $1,996,000, to remain available until ex-
pended. 

STRATEGIC PETROLEUM RESERVE 

For necessary expenses for Strategic Pe-
troleum Reserve facility development and 
operations and program management activi-
ties pursuant to the Energy Policy and Con-
servation Act of 1975, as amended (42 U.S.C. 
6201 et seq.), $179,009,000, to remain available 
until expended, of which $8,000,000 shall be 
available for maintenance of a Northeast 
Home Heating Oil Reserve. 

ENERGY INFORMATION ADMINISTRATION 

For necessary expenses in carrying out the 
activities of the Energy Information Admin-
istration, $78,499,000, to remain available 
until expended. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS, DEPARTMENT OF 
ENERGY 

Appropriations under this Act for the cur-
rent fiscal year shall be available for hire of 
passenger motor vehicles; hire, maintenance, 
and operation of aircraft; purchase, repair, 
and cleaning of uniforms; and reimburse-
ment to the General Services Administration 
for security guard services. 

From appropriations under this Act, trans-
fers of sums may be made to other agencies 
of the Government for the performance of 
work for which the appropriation is made. 

None of the funds made available to the 
Department of Energy under this Act shall 
be used to implement or finance authorized 
price support or loan guarantee programs 
unless specific provision is made for such 
programs in an appropriations Act. 

The Secretary is authorized to accept 
lands, buildings, equipment, and other con-
tributions from public and private sources 
and to prosecute projects in cooperation 
with other agencies, Federal, State, private 
or foreign: Provided, That revenues and other 
moneys received by or for the account of the 
Department of Energy or otherwise gen-
erated by sale of products in connection with 
projects of the Department appropriated 
under this Act may be retained by the Sec-
retary of Energy, to be available until ex-
pended, and used only for plant construction, 
operation, costs, and payments to cost-shar-
ing entities as provided in appropriate cost- 
sharing contracts or agreements: Provided 
further, That the remainder of revenues after 
the making of such payments shall be cov-
ered into the Treasury as miscellaneous re-
ceipts: Provided further, That any contract, 
agreement, or provision thereof entered into 
by the Secretary pursuant to this authority 
shall not be executed prior to the expiration 
of 30 calendar days (not including any day in 
which either House of Congress is not in ses-
sion because of adjournment of more than 
three calendar days to a day certain) from 
the receipt by the Speaker of the House of 
Representatives and the President of the 
Senate of a full comprehensive report on 
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such project, including the facts and cir-
cumstances relied upon in support of the pro-
posed project. 

No funds provided in this Act may be ex-
pended by the Department of Energy to pre-
pare, issue, or process procurement docu-
ments for programs or projects for which ap-
propriations have not been made. 

In addition to other authorities set forth 
in this Act, the Secretary may accept fees 
and contributions from public and private 
sources, to be deposited in a contributed 
funds account, and prosecute projects using 
such fees and contributions in cooperation 
with other Federal, State or private agencies 
or concerns. 

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND HUMAN 
SERVICES 

INDIAN HEALTH SERVICE 

INDIAN HEALTH SERVICES 

For expenses necessary to carry out the 
Act of August 5, 1954 (68 Stat. 674), the Indian 
Self-Determination Act, the Indian Health 
Care Improvement Act, and titles II and III 
of the Public Health Service Act with re-
spect to the Indian Health Service, 
$2,390,014,000, together with payments re-
ceived during the fiscal year pursuant to 42 
U.S.C. 238(b) for services furnished by the In-
dian Health Service: Provided, That funds 
made available to tribes and tribal organiza-
tions through contracts, grant agreements, 
or any other agreements or compacts au-
thorized by the Indian Self-Determination 
and Education Assistance Act of 1975 (25 
U.S.C. 450), shall be deemed to be obligated 
at the time of the grant or contract award 
and thereafter shall remain available to the 
tribe or tribal organization without fiscal 
year limitation: Provided further, That 
$15,000,000 shall remain available until ex-
pended, for the Indian Catastrophic Health 
Emergency Fund: Provided further, That 
$445,776,000 for contract medical care shall 
remain available for obligation until Sep-
tember 30, 2003: Provided further, That of the 
funds provided, up to $22,000,000 shall be used 
to carry out the loan repayment program 
under section 108 of the Indian Health Care 
Improvement Act: Provided further, That 
funds provided in this Act may be used for 
one-year contracts and grants which are to 
be performed in two fiscal years, so long as 
the total obligation is recorded in the year 
for which the funds are appropriated: Pro-
vided further, That the amounts collected by 
the Secretary of Health and Human Services 
under the authority of title IV of the Indian 
Health Care Improvement Act shall remain 
available until expended for the purpose of 
achieving compliance with the applicable 
conditions and requirements of titles XVIII 
and XIX of the Social Security Act (exclu-
sive of planning, design, or construction of 
new facilities): Provided further, That funding 
contained herein, and in any earlier appro-
priations Acts for scholarship programs 
under the Indian Health Care Improvement 
Act (25 U.S.C. 1613) shall remain available for 
obligation until September 30, 2003: Provided 
further, That amounts received by tribes and 
tribal organizations under title IV of the In-
dian Health Care Improvement Act shall be 
reported and accounted for and available to 
the receiving tribes and tribal organizations 
until expended: Provided further, That, not-
withstanding any other provision of law, of 
the amounts provided herein, not to exceed 
$268,234,000 shall be for payments to tribes 
and tribal organizations for contract or 
grant support costs associated with con-
tracts, grants, self-governance compacts or 
annual funding agreements between the In-

dian Health Service and a tribe or tribal or-
ganization pursuant to the Indian Self-De-
termination Act of 1975, as amended, prior to 
or during fiscal year 2002, of which not to ex-
ceed $20,000,000 may be used for contract sup-
port costs associated with new or expanded 
self-determination contracts, grants, self- 
governance compacts or annual funding 
agreements: Provided further, That such costs 
should be paid at a rate commensurate with 
existing contracts and no new or expanded 
self-determination contracts, grants, self- 
governance compacts or annual funding 
agreements shall be entered into once the 
$20,000,000 has been committed: Provided fur-
ther, That no existing self-determination 
contract, grant, self-governance compact or 
annual funding agreement shall receive di-
rect contract support costs in excess of the 
amount received in fiscal year 2001 for such 
costs: Provided further, That funds available 
for the Indian Health Care Improvement 
Fund may be used, as needed, to carry out 
activities typically funded under the Indian 
Health Facilities account. 

INDIAN HEALTH FACILITIES 
For construction, repair, maintenance, im-

provement, and equipment of health and re-
lated auxiliary facilities, including quarters 
for personnel; preparation of plans, specifica-
tions, and drawings; acquisition of sites, pur-
chase and erection of modular buildings, and 
purchases of trailers; and for provision of do-
mestic and community sanitation facilities 
for Indians, as authorized by section 7 of the 
Act of August 5, 1954 (42 U.S.C. 2004a), the In-
dian Self-Determination Act, and the Indian 
Health Care Improvement Act, and for ex-
penses necessary to carry out such Acts and 
titles II and III of the Public Health Service 
Act with respect to environmental health 
and facilities support activities of the Indian 
Health Service, $369,795,000, to remain avail-
able until expended: Provided, That notwith-
standing any other provision of law, funds 
appropriated for the planning, design, con-
struction or renovation of health facilities 
for the benefit of an Indian tribe or tribes 
may be used to purchase land for sites to 
construct, improve, or enlarge health or re-
lated facilities: Provided further, That from 
the funds appropriated herein, $5,000,000 shall 
be designated by the Indian Health Service 
as a contribution to the Yukon-Kuskokwim 
Health Corporation (YKHC) to start a pri-
ority project for the acquisition of land, 
planning, design and construction of 79 staff 
quarters at Bethel, Alaska, subject to a ne-
gotiated project agreement between the 
YKHC and the Indian Health Service: Pro-
vided further, That this project shall not be 
subject to the construction provisions of the 
Indian Self-Determination and Education 
Assistance Act and shall be removed from 
the Indian Health Service priority list upon 
completion: Provided further, That the Fed-
eral Government shall not be liable for any 
property damages or other construction 
claims that may arise from YKHC under-
taking this project: Provided further, That 
the land shall be owned or leased by the 
YKHC and title to quarters shall remain 
vested with the YKHC: Provided further, That 
$5,000,000 shall remain available until ex-
pended for the purpose of funding up to two 
joint venture health care facility projects 
authorized under the Indian Health Care Im-
provement Act, as amended: Provided further, 
That priority, by rank order, shall be given 
to tribes with outpatient projects on the ex-
isting Indian Health Services priority list 
that have Service-approved planning docu-
ments, and can demonstrate by March 1, 
2002, the financial capability necessary to 

provide an appropriate facility: Provided fur-
ther, That joint venture funds unallocated 
after March 1, 2002, shall be made available 
for joint venture projects on a competitive 
basis giving priority to tribes that currently 
have no existing Federally-owned health 
care facility, have planning documents meet-
ing Indian Health Service requirements pre-
pared for approval by the Service and can 
demonstrate the financial capability needed 
to provide an appropriate facility: Provided 
further, That the Indian Health Service shall 
request additional staffing, operation and 
maintenance funds for these facilities in fu-
ture budget requests: Provided further, That 
not to exceed $500,000 shall be used by the In-
dian Health Service to purchase TRANSAM 
equipment from the Department of Defense 
for distribution to the Indian Health Service 
and tribal facilities: Provided further, That 
not to exceed $500,000 shall be used by the In-
dian Health Service to obtain ambulances for 
the Indian Health Service and tribal facili-
ties in conjunction with an existing inter-
agency agreement between the Indian Health 
Service and the General Services Adminis-
tration: Provided further, That not to exceed 
$500,000 shall be placed in a Demolition Fund, 
available until expended, to be used by the 
Indian Health Service for demolition of Fed-
eral buildings: Provided further, That not-
withstanding the provisions of title III, sec-
tion 306, of the Indian Health Care Improve-
ment Act (Public Law 94–437, as amended), 
construction contracts authorized under 
title I of the Indian Self-Determination and 
Education Assistance Act of 1975, as amend-
ed, may be used rather than grants to fund 
small ambulatory facility construction 
projects: Provided further, That if a contract 
is used, the IHS is authorized to improve mu-
nicipal, private, or tribal lands, and that at 
no time, during construction or after com-
pletion of the project will the Federal Gov-
ernment have any rights or title to any real 
or personal property acquired as a part of 
the contract. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS, INDIAN HEALTH 
SERVICE 

Appropriations in this Act to the Indian 
Health Service shall be available for services 
as authorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109 but at rates 
not to exceed the per diem rate equivalent to 
the maximum rate payable for senior-level 
positions under 5 U.S.C. 5376; hire of pas-
senger motor vehicles and aircraft; purchase 
of medical equipment; purchase of reprints; 
purchase, renovation and erection of mod-
ular buildings and renovation of existing fa-
cilities; payments for telephone service in 
private residences in the field, when author-
ized under regulations approved by the Sec-
retary; and for uniforms or allowances there-
fore as authorized by 5 U.S.C. 5901–5902; and 
for expenses of attendance at meetings which 
are concerned with the functions or activi-
ties for which the appropriation is made or 
which will contribute to improved conduct, 
supervision, or management of those func-
tions or activities. 

In accordance with the provisions of the 
Indian Health Care Improvement Act, non- 
Indian patients may be extended health care 
at all tribally administered or Indian Health 
Service facilities, subject to charges, and the 
proceeds along with funds recovered under 
the Federal Medical Care Recovery Act (42 
U.S.C. 2651–2653) shall be credited to the ac-
count of the facility providing the service 
and shall be available without fiscal year 
limitation. Notwithstanding any other law 
or regulation, funds transferred from the De-
partment of Housing and Urban Development 
to the Indian Health Service shall be admin-
istered under Public Law 86–121 (the Indian 
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Sanitation Facilities Act) and Public Law 
93–638, as amended. 

Funds appropriated to the Indian Health 
Service in this Act, except those used for ad-
ministrative and program direction pur-
poses, shall not be subject to limitations di-
rected at curtailing Federal travel and trans-
portation. 

Notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, funds previously or herein made avail-
able to a tribe or tribal organization through 
a contract, grant, or agreement authorized 
by title I or title III of the Indian Self-Deter-
mination and Education Assistance Act of 
1975 (25 U.S.C. 450), may be deobligated and 
reobligated to a self-determination contract 
under title I, or a self-governance agreement 
under title III of such Act and thereafter 
shall remain available to the tribe or tribal 
organization without fiscal year limitation. 

None of the funds made available to the In-
dian Health Service in this Act shall be used 
to implement the final rule published in the 
Federal Register on September 16, 1987, by 
the Department of Health and Human Serv-
ices, relating to the eligibility for the health 
care services of the Indian Health Service 
until the Indian Health Service has sub-
mitted a budget request reflecting the in-
creased costs associated with the proposed 
final rule, and such request has been in-
cluded in an appropriations Act and enacted 
into law. 

Funds made available in this Act are to be 
apportioned to the Indian Health Service as 
appropriated in this Act, and accounted for 
in the appropriation structure set forth in 
this Act. 

With respect to functions transferred by 
the Indian Health Service to tribes or tribal 
organizations, the Indian Health Service is 
authorized to provide goods and services to 
those entities, on a reimbursable basis, in-
cluding payment in advance with subsequent 
adjustment. The reimbursements received 
therefrom, along with the funds received 
from those entities pursuant to the Indian 
Self-Determination Act, may be credited to 
the same or subsequent appropriation ac-
count which provided the funding. Such 
amounts shall remain available until ex-
pended. 

Reimbursements for training, technical as-
sistance, or services provided by the Indian 
Health Service will contain total costs, in-
cluding direct, administrative, and overhead 
associated with the provision of goods, serv-
ices, or technical assistance. 

The appropriation structure for the Indian 
Health Service may not be altered without 
advance approval of the House and Senate 
Committees on Appropriations. 

OTHER RELATED AGENCIES 

OFFICE OF NAVAJO AND HOPI INDIAN 
RELOCATION 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the Office of 
Navajo and Hopi Indian Relocation as au-
thorized by Public Law 93–531, $15,148,000, to 
remain available until expended: Provided, 
That funds provided in this or any other ap-
propriations Act are to be used to relocate 
eligible individuals and groups including 
evictees from District 6, Hopi-partitioned 
lands residents, those in significantly sub-
standard housing, and all others certified as 
eligible and not included in the preceding 
categories: Provided further, That none of the 
funds contained in this or any other Act may 
be used by the Office of Navajo and Hopi In-
dian Relocation to evict any single Navajo or 
Navajo family who, as of November 30, 1985, 
was physically domiciled on the lands parti-

tioned to the Hopi Tribe unless a new or re-
placement home is provided for such house-
hold: Provided further, That no relocatee will 
be provided with more than one new or re-
placement home: Provided further, That the 
Office shall relocate any certified eligible 
relocatees who have selected and received an 
approved homesite on the Navajo reservation 
or selected a replacement residence off the 
Navajo reservation or on the land acquired 
pursuant to 25 U.S.C. 640d–10. 

INSTITUTE OF AMERICAN INDIAN AND ALASKA 
NATIVE CULTURE AND ARTS DEVELOPMENT 

PAYMENT TO THE INSTITUTE 

For payment to the Institute of American 
Indian and Alaska Native Culture and Arts 
Development, as authorized by title XV of 
Public Law 99–498, as amended (20 U.S.C. 56 
part A), $4,490,000. 

SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the Smithsonian 
Institution, as authorized by law, including 
research in the fields of art, science, and his-
tory; development, preservation, and docu-
mentation of the National Collections; pres-
entation of public exhibits and perform-
ances; collection, preparation, dissemina-
tion, and exchange of information and publi-
cations; conduct of education, training, and 
museum assistance programs; maintenance, 
alteration, operation, lease (for terms not to 
exceed 30 years), and protection of buildings, 
facilities, and approaches; not to exceed 
$100,000 for services as authorized by 5 U.S.C. 
3109; up to five replacement passenger vehi-
cles; purchase, rental, repair, and cleaning of 
uniforms for employees, $396,200,000, of which 
not to exceed $53,030,000 is for the instrumen-
tation program, collections acquisition, Mu-
seum Support Center equipment and move, 
exhibition reinstallation, the National Mu-
seum of the American Indian, the repatri-
ation of skeletal remains program, research 
equipment, information management, 
Latino programming, and outreach, and in-
cluding such funds as may be necessary to 
support American overseas research centers 
and a total of $125,000 for the Council of 
American Overseas Research Centers: Pro-
vided, That funds appropriated herein are 
available for advance payments to inde-
pendent contractors performing research 
services or participating in official Smithso-
nian presentations: Provided further, That 
the Smithsonian Institution may expend 
Federal appropriations designated in this 
Act for lease or rent payments for long term 
and swing space, as rent payable to the 
Smithsonian Institution, and such rent pay-
ments may be deposited into the general 
trust funds of the Institution to the extent 
that federally supported activities are 
housed in the 900 H Street, N.W., building in 
the District of Columbia: Provided further, 
That this use of Federal appropriations shall 
not be construed as debt service, a Federal 
guarantee of, a transfer of risk to, or an obli-
gation of the Federal Government: Provided 
further, That no appropriated funds may be 
used to service debt which is incurred to fi-
nance the costs of acquiring the 900 H Street 
building or of planning, designing, and con-
structing improvements to such building. 

REPAIR, RESTORATION AND ALTERATION OF 
FACILITIES 

For necessary expenses of maintenance, re-
pair, restoration, and alteration of facilities 
owned or occupied by the Smithsonian Insti-
tution, by contract or otherwise, as author-
ized by section 2 of the Act of August 22, 1949 
(63 Stat. 623), including not to exceed $10,000 

for services as authorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109, 
$67,900,000, to remain available until ex-
pended, of which $10,000,000 is provided for 
maintenance, repair, rehabilitation and al-
teration of facilities at the National Zoolog-
ical Park: Provided, That contracts awarded 
for environmental systems, protection sys-
tems, and repair or restoration of facilities 
of the Smithsonian Institution may be nego-
tiated with selected contractors and awarded 
on the basis of contractor qualifications as 
well as price. 

CONSTRUCTION 
For necessary expenses for construction, 

$30,000,000, to remain available until ex-
pended. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS, SMITHSONIAN 
INSTITUTION 

None of the funds in this or any other Act 
may be used to make any changes to the ex-
isting Smithsonian science programs includ-
ing closure of facilities, relocation of staff or 
redirection of functions and programs with-
out approval by the Board of Regents of rec-
ommendations received from the Science 
Commission. 

None of the funds in this or any other Act 
may be used to initiate the design for any 
proposed expansion of current space or new 
facility without consultation with the House 
and Senate Appropriations Committees. 

None of the funds in this or any other Act 
may be used for the Holt House located at 
the National Zoological Park in Washington, 
D.C., unless identified as repairs to minimize 
water damage, monitor structure movement, 
or provide interim structural support. 

None of the funds available to the Smith-
sonian may be reprogrammed without the 
advance written approval of the House and 
Senate Committees on Appropriations in ac-
cordance with the procedures contained in 
House Report No. 105–163. 

NATIONAL GALLERY OF ART 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For the upkeep and operations of the Na-
tional Gallery of Art, the protection and 
care of the works of art therein, and admin-
istrative expenses incident thereto, as au-
thorized by the Act of March 24, 1937 (50 Stat. 
51), as amended by the public resolution of 
April 13, 1939 (Public Resolution 9, Seventy- 
sixth Congress), including services as author-
ized by 5 U.S.C. 3109; payment in advance 
when authorized by the treasurer of the Gal-
lery for membership in library, museum, and 
art associations or societies whose publica-
tions or services are available to members 
only, or to members at a price lower than to 
the general public; purchase, repair, and 
cleaning of uniforms for guards, and uni-
forms, or allowances therefor, for other em-
ployees as authorized by law (5 U.S.C. 5901– 
5902); purchase or rental of devices and serv-
ices for protecting buildings and contents 
thereof, and maintenance, alteration, im-
provement, and repair of buildings, ap-
proaches, and grounds; and purchase of serv-
ices for restoration and repair of works of 
art for the National Gallery of Art by con-
tracts made, without advertising, with indi-
viduals, firms, or organizations at such rates 
or prices and under such terms and condi-
tions as the Gallery may deem proper, 
$68,967,000, of which not to exceed $3,026,000 
for the special exhibition program shall re-
main available until expended. 

REPAIR, RESTORATION AND RENOVATION OF 
BUILDINGS 

For necessary expenses of repair, restora-
tion and renovation of buildings, grounds 
and facilities owned or occupied by the Na-
tional Gallery of Art, by contract or other-
wise, as authorized, $14,220,000, to remain 
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available until expended: Provided, That con-
tracts awarded for environmental systems, 
protection systems, and exterior repair or 
renovation of buildings of the National Gal-
lery of Art may be negotiated with selected 
contractors and awarded on the basis of con-
tractor qualifications as well as price. 

JOHN F. KENNEDY CENTER FOR THE 
PERFORMING ARTS 

OPERATIONS AND MAINTENANCE 
For necessary expenses for the operation, 

maintenance and security of the John F. 
Kennedy Center for the Performing Arts, 
$15,000,000. 

CONSTRUCTION 
For necessary expenses for capital repair 

and restoration of the existing features of 
the building and site of the John F. Kennedy 
Center for the Performing Arts, $19,000,000, 
to remain available until expended. 
WOODROW WILSON INTERNATIONAL CENTER FOR 

SCHOLARS 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For expenses necessary in carrying out the 
provisions of the Woodrow Wilson Memorial 
Act of 1968 (82 Stat. 1356) including hire of 
passenger vehicles and services as authorized 
by 5 U.S.C. 3109, $7,796,000. 
NATIONAL FOUNDATION ON THE ARTS AND THE 

HUMANITIES 
NATIONAL ENDOWMENT FOR THE ARTS 

GRANTS AND ADMINISTRATION 
For necessary expenses to carry out the 

National Foundation on the Arts and the Hu-
manities Act of 1965, as amended, $98,234,000, 
shall be available to the National Endow-
ment for the Arts for the support of projects 
and productions in the arts through assist-
ance to organizations and individuals pursu-
ant to sections 5(c) and 5(g) of the Act, for 
program support, and for administering the 
functions of the Act, to remain available 
until expended: Provided, That funds pre-
viously appropriated to the National Endow-
ment for the Arts ‘‘Matching Grants’’ ac-
count may be transferred to and merged with 
this account. 

NATIONAL ENDOWMENT FOR THE HUMANITIES 
GRANTS AND ADMINISTRATION 

For necessary expenses to carry out the 
National Foundation on the Arts and the Hu-
manities Act of 1965, as amended, $104,882,000, 
shall be available to the National Endow-
ment for the Humanities for support of ac-
tivities in the humanities, pursuant to sec-
tion 7(c) of the Act, and for administering 
the functions of the Act, to remain available 
until expended. 

MATCHING GRANTS 
To carry out the provisions of section 

10(a)(2) of the National Foundation on the 
Arts and the Humanities Act of 1965, as 
amended, $15,622,000, to remain available 
until expended, of which $11,622,000 shall be 
available to the National Endowment for the 
Humanities for the purposes of section 7(h): 
Provided, That this appropriation shall be 
available for obligation only in such 
amounts as may be equal to the total 
amounts of gifts, bequests, and devises of 
money, and other property accepted by the 
chairman or by grantees of the Endowment 
under the provisions of subsections 
11(a)(2)(B) and 11(a)(3)(B) during the current 
and preceding fiscal years for which equal 
amounts have not previously been appro-
priated. 
INSTITUTE OF MUSEUM AND LIBRARY SERVICES 

OFFICE OF MUSEUM SERVICES 
GRANTS AND ADMINISTRATION 

For carrying out subtitle C of the Museum 
and Library Services Act of 1996, as amend-

ed, $24,899,000, to remain available until ex-
pended. 

CHALLENGE AMERICA ARTS FUND 
CHALLENGE AMERICA GRANTS 

For necessary expenses as authorized by 
Public Law 89–209, as amended, $7,000,000, for 
support for arts education and public out-
reach activities to be administered by the 
National Endowment for the Arts, to remain 
available until expended. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS 
None of the funds appropriated to the Na-

tional Foundation on the Arts and the Hu-
manities may be used to process any grant 
or contract documents which do not include 
the text of 18 U.S.C. 1913: Provided, That none 
of the funds appropriated to the National 
Foundation on the Arts and the Humanities 
may be used for official reception and rep-
resentation expenses: Provided further, That 
funds from nonappropriated sources may be 
used as necessary for official reception and 
representation expenses. 

COMMISSION OF FINE ARTS 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For expenses made necessary by the Act 
establishing a Commission of Fine Arts (40 
U.S.C. 104), $1,274,000: Provided, That the 
Commission is authorized to charge fees to 
cover the full costs of its publications, and 
such fees shall be credited to this account as 
an offsetting collection, to remain available 
until expended without further appropria-
tion. 

NATIONAL CAPITAL ARTS AND CULTURAL 
AFFAIRS 

For necessary expenses as authorized by 
Public Law 99–190 (20 U.S.C. 956(a)), as 
amended, $7,000,000. 

ADVISORY COUNCIL ON HISTORIC 
PRESERVATION 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
For necessary expenses of the Advisory 

Council on Historic Preservation (Public 
Law 89–665, as amended), $3,400,000: Provided, 
That none of these funds shall be available 
for compensation of level V of the Executive 
Schedule or higher positions. 

NATIONAL CAPITAL PLANNING COMMISSION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses, as authorized by 
the National Capital Planning Act of 1952 (40 
U.S.C. 71–71i), including services as author-
ized by 5 U.S.C. 3109, $7,253,000: Provided, 
That all appointed members of the Commis-
sion will be compensated at a rate not to ex-
ceed the daily equivalent of the annual rate 
of pay for positions at level IV of the Execu-
tive Schedule for each day such member is 
engaged in the actual performance of duties. 

UNITED STATES HOLOCAUST MEMORIAL 
COUNCIL 

HOLOCAUST MEMORIAL MUSEUM 
For expenses of the Holocaust Memorial 

Museum, as authorized by Public Law 96–388 
(36 U.S.C. 1401), as amended (36 U.S.C. 2301– 
2310), $36,028,000, of which $1,900,000 for the 
museum’s repair and rehabilitation program 
and $1,264,000 for the museum’s exhibitions 
program shall remain available until ex-
pended. 

PRESIDIO TRUST 
PRESIDIO TRUST FUND 

For necessary expenses to carry out title I 
of the Omnibus Parks and Public Lands Man-
agement Act of 1996, $22,427,000, shall be 
available to the Presidio Trust, to remain 
available until expended. 

The CHAIRMAN pro tempore. Are 
there any points of order against the 
provisions of title II? 

POINT OF ORDER 
Mr. BURR of North Carolina. Mr. 

Chairman, I make a point of order. 
The CHAIRMAN pro tempore. The 

gentleman will state it. 
Mr. BURR of North Carolina. Mr. 

Chairman, I raise a point of order that 
the language beginning with the words 
‘‘provided further’’ appearing on page 
89, line 13, and following through the 
words ‘‘qualified participants’’ on line 
18 violates clause 2 of rule XXI of the 
rules of the House of Representatives 
prohibiting legislation on an appropria-
tions bill. 

The language in question directly 
contradicts current law by making 
weatherization assistance grants con-
tingent on a 25 percent matching share 
from recipients. The Energy, Conserva-
tion and Production Act imposes no 
such requirement. Accordingly, the 
language changes current laws and 
constitutes a violation of clause 2 of 
rule XXI, and I must regrettably insist 
on my point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN pro tempore. Does 
any other Member wish to speak on the 
point of order? 

Mr. SKEEN. Mr. Chairman, I concede 
the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN pro tempore. The 
gentleman concedes the point of order. 

The Chair finds that this provision 
explicitly supersedes existing law. The 
provision therefore constitutes legisla-
tion in violation of clause 2 of rule 
XXI. 

The point of order of the gentleman 
from North Carolina is sustained, and 
the provision is stricken from the bill. 

Mr. LUCAS of Oklahoma. Mr. Chair-
man, I move to strike the last word for 
the purpose of engaging the gentleman 
from New Mexico (Mr. SKEEN) in a col-
loquy. 

Mr. Chairman, last March the U.S. 
Fish and Wildlife Service published a 
rule designating critical habitat for the 
Arkansas River shiner. The designated 
areas include 300 feet on either side of 
more than 1,100 miles of river in four 
States, including Oklahoma. This crit-
ical habitat for the Arkansas River 
shiner was designated as a result of a 
lawsuit filed by the Center for Biologi-
cal Diversity. 

Recently, the Tenth Circuit Court of 
Appeals ruled that the way the Fish 
and Wildlife Service conducts economic 
analysis for critical habitat designa-
tions does not comply with the Endan-
gered Species Act and the court set 
aside the designation for critical habi-
tat for the Southwestern willow 
flycatcher. The same type of analysis 
invalidated in that case was used in the 
Arkansas River shiner habitat designa-
tion. 

This recent court decision casts a 
shadow of doubt on all recent critical 
habitat designations. The original in-
tent of the Endangered Species Act has 
been lost as designations of critical 
habitat have gotten completely out of 
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hand, while true endangered species re-
covery efforts are ignored. 

Mr. Chairman, if I had my way, we 
would prohibit any finding in this bill 
to be used for the implementation of 
the critical habitat for the Arkansas 
River shiner. However, I know this de-
bate is greater than just one species. 

I would challenge my colleagues to 
join me in calling for much needed re-
form of the Endangered Species Act. If 
we do not do something soon, then it 
will be our farmers and landowners im-
pacted by these designations that will 
become extinct. 

Mr. SKEEN. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. LUCAS of Oklahoma. I yield to 
the gentleman from New Mexico. 

Mr. SKEEN. Mr. Chairman, I 
empathize fully with the gentleman’s 
frustration with the Endangered Spe-
cies Act and critical habitat designa-
tion requirements. The gentleman is 
exactly right in calling for reform of 
the act, and I look forward to working 
with him and the legislative com-
mittee of jurisdiction to see if we can 
address this problem in the 107th Con-
gress. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I 
move to strike the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise to bring atten-
tion to an issue that is of concern to 
the people of Guam and within this In-
terior appropriations bill. 

I believe an increase in funding for 
Compact Impact to Guam can be ac-
complished through an overall increase 
in funding for the Office of Insular Af-
fairs. This issue is basically one of fair-
ness for the people of Guam. In the 
past couple of years we have received 
funding, in fiscal year 2000 for $7.58 mil-
lion, and in fiscal year 2001, the current 
year, we are receiving $9.58 million. 
The President’s request is $4.58 million. 
I appreciate the subcommittee adding 
$800,000 to that. 

However, the government of Guam 
has indicated that this kind of assist-
ance, which is assistance that is given 
to the people of Guam as recompense, 
as reimbursement for the unrestricted 
migration from the Compacts of Free 
Association, is actually costing the 
government of Guam anywhere be-
tween $15 million and $25 million annu-
ally to provide educational and social 
services for these migrants. 

I must point out to the House and to 
the American people that these are the 
only citizens of foreign countries that 
are allowed to freely migrate into the 
United States unmonitored and with-
out restriction, and, by and large, the 
vast majority of them end up in Guam. 

Even the Department of Interior ac-
knowledges that best estimates are 
that annually the people of Guam 
spend at least $12.8 million for Compact 
Impact costs to Guam directly, and we 
have, for the record, a letter from Sec-
retary of Interior Gale Norton detail-
ing how the Department of Interior ar-
rived at this calculation. 

Regardless of the differences between 
the government of Guam and the De-
partment of Interior, it is clear that 
the current funding level of $5.38 mil-
lion, as recommended by the com-
mittee, is inadequate. We will continue 
to work on this in conference, and 
hopefully Members of both the major-
ity and the minority, as well as Mem-
bers in the other body, will see fit to 
increase the amounts for Compact Im-
pact Aid assistance to Guam. 

This is an issue of fairness, it is do-
able, and the people of Guam deserve 
it. 

The CHAIRMAN pro tempore. Are 
there further amendments to title II? 

If not, the Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

TITLE III—GENERAL PROVISIONS 
SEC. 301. The expenditure of any appropria-

tion under this Act for any consulting serv-
ice through procurement contract, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 3109, shall be limited to those 
contracts where such expenditures are a 
matter of public record and available for 
public inspection, except where otherwise 
provided under existing law, or under exist-
ing Executive Order issued pursuant to exist-
ing law. 

SEC. 302. No part of any appropriation con-
tained in this Act shall be available for any 
activity or the publication or distribution of 
literature that in any way tends to promote 
public support or opposition to any legisla-
tive proposal on which congressional action 
is not complete. 

SEC. 303. No part of any appropriation con-
tained in this Act shall remain available for 
obligation beyond the current fiscal year un-
less expressly so provided herein. 

SEC. 304. None of the funds provided in this 
Act to any department or agency shall be ob-
ligated or expended to provide a personal 
cook, chauffeur, or other personal servants 
to any officer or employee of such depart-
ment or agency except as otherwise provided 
by law. 

SEC. 305. No assessments may be levied 
against any program, budget activity, sub-
activity, or project funded by this Act unless 
advance notice of such assessments and the 
basis therefor are presented to the Commit-
tees on Appropriations and are approved by 
such committees. 

SEC. 306. None of the funds in this Act may 
be used to plan, prepare, or offer for sale tim-
ber from trees classified as giant sequoia 
(Sequoiadendron giganteum) which are lo-
cated on National Forest System or Bureau 
of Land Management lands in a manner dif-
ferent than such sales were conducted in fis-
cal year 2001. 

SEC. 307. None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be obligated or expended by 
the National Park Service to enter into or 
implement a concession contract which per-
mits or requires the removal of the under-
ground lunchroom at the Carlsbad Caverns 
National Park. 

SEC. 308. None of the funds made available 
in this Act may be used: (1) to demolish the 
bridge between Jersey City, New Jersey, and 
Ellis Island; or (2) to prevent pedestrian use 
of such bridge, when it is made known to the 
Federal official having authority to obligate 
or expend such funds that such pedestrian 
use is consistent with generally accepted 
safety standards. 

SEC. 309. (a) LIMITATION OF FUNDS.—None of 
the funds appropriated or otherwise made 
available pursuant to this Act shall be obli-

gated or expended to accept or process appli-
cations for a patent for any mining or mill 
site claim located under the general mining 
laws. 

(b) EXCEPTIONS.—The provisions of sub-
section (a) shall not apply if the Secretary of 
the Interior determines that, for the claim 
concerned: (1) a patent application was filed 
with the Secretary on or before September 
30, 1994; and (2) all requirements established 
under sections 2325 and 2326 of the Revised 
Statutes (30 U.S.C. 29 and 30) for vein or lode 
claims and sections 2329, 2330, 2331, and 2333 
of the Revised Statutes (30 U.S.C. 35, 36, and 
37) for placer claims, and section 2337 of the 
Revised Statutes (30 U.S.C. 42) for mill site 
claims, as the case may be, were fully com-
plied with by the applicant by that date. 

(c) REPORT.—On September 30, 2002, the 
Secretary of the Interior shall file with the 
House and Senate Committees on Appropria-
tions and the Committee on Resources of the 
House of Representatives and the Committee 
on Energy and Natural Resources of the Sen-
ate a report on actions taken by the Depart-
ment under the plan submitted pursuant to 
section 314(c) of the Department of the Inte-
rior and Related Agencies Appropriations 
Act, 1997 (Public Law 104–208). 

(d) MINERAL EXAMINATIONS.—In order to 
process patent applications in a timely and 
responsible manner, upon the request of a 
patent applicant, the Secretary of the Inte-
rior shall allow the applicant to fund a quali-
fied third-party contractor to be selected by 
the Bureau of Land Management to conduct 
a mineral examination of the mining claims 
or mill sites contained in a patent applica-
tion as set forth in subsection (b). The Bu-
reau of Land Management shall have the sole 
responsibility to choose and pay the third- 
party contractor in accordance with the 
standard procedures employed by the Bureau 
of Land Management in the retention of 
third-party contractors. 

SEC. 310. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, amounts appropriated to or ear-
marked in Committee reports for the Bureau 
of Indian Affairs and the Indian Health Serv-
ice by Public Laws 103–138, 103–332, 104–134, 
104–208, 105–83, 105–277, 106–113, and 106–291 for 
payments to tribes and tribal organizations 
for contract support costs associated with 
self-determination or self-governance con-
tracts, grants, compacts, or annual funding 
agreements with the Bureau of Indian Af-
fairs or the Indian Health Service as funded 
by such Acts, are the total amounts avail-
able for fiscal years 1994 through 2001 for 
such purposes, except that, for the Bureau of 
Indian Affairs, tribes and tribal organiza-
tions may use their tribal priority alloca-
tions for unmet indirect costs of ongoing 
contracts, grants, self-governance compacts 
or annual funding agreements. 

SEC. 311. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, for fiscal year 2002 the Secre-
taries of Agriculture and the Interior are au-
thorized to limit competition for watershed 
restoration project contracts as part of the 
‘‘Jobs in the Woods’’ Program established in 
Region 10 of the Forest Service to individ-
uals and entities in historically timber-de-
pendent areas in the States of Washington, 
Oregon, northern California and Alaska that 
have been affected by reduced timber har-
vesting on Federal lands. The Secretaries 
shall consider the benefits to the local econ-
omy in evaluating bids and designing pro-
curements which create economic opportuni-
ties for local contractors. 

SEC. 312. (a) RECREATIONAL FEE DEM-
ONSTRATION PROGRAM.—Subsection (f) of sec-
tion 315 of the Department of the Interior 
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and Related Agencies Appropriations Act, 
1996 (as contained in section 101(c) of Public 
Law 104–134; 110 Stat. 1321–200; 16 U.S.C. 460l– 
6a note), is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘commence on October 1, 
1995, and end on September 30, 2002’’ and in-
serting ‘‘end on September 30, 2006’’; and 

(2) by striking ‘‘September 30, 2005’’ and in-
serting ‘‘September 30, 2009’’. 

(b) EXPANSION OF PROGRAM.—Subsection 
(b) of such section is amended by striking 
‘‘no fewer than 10, but as many as 100,’’. 

(c) REVENUE SHARING.—Subsection (d)(1) of 
such section is amended by inserting ‘‘the 
Secure Rural Schools and Community Self- 
Determination Act of 2000 (Public Law 106– 
393; 16 U.S.C. 500 note),’’ before ‘‘and any 
other provision’’. 

(d) DISCOUNTED FEES.—Subsection (b)(2) of 
such section is amended by inserting after 
‘‘testing’’ the following: ‘‘, including the pro-
vision of discounted or free admission or use 
as the Secretary considers appropriate’’. 

(e) SPECIAL USE PERMITS.—Subsection (b) 
of such section is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (4), by striking ‘‘and’’ at 
the end of the paragraph; 

(2) in paragraph (5), by striking the period 
at the end of the paragraph and inserting ‘‘; 
and’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

‘‘(6) in fiscal year 2003 and thereafter may 
retain, for distribution and use as provided 
in subsection (c), fees imposed by the Forest 
Service for the issuance of recreation special 
use authorizations not exceeding one year 
under any provision of law.’’. 

(f) CAPITAL PROJECTS.—Subsection (c)(2) of 
such section is amended by adding at the end 
the following new subparagraph: 

‘‘(D) None of the funds collected under this 
section may be used to plan, design, or con-
struct a visitor center or any other perma-
nent structure without prior approval of the 
Committee on Appropriations of the House 
of Representatives and the Committee on 
Appropriations of the Senate if the esti-
mated total cost of the structure exceeds 
$500,000.’’. 

b 1330 

AMENDMENT NO. 2 OFFERED BY MR. DEFAZIO 

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Chairman, I offer 
an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will des-
ignate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment No. 2 offered by Mr. DEFAZIO: 
Page 118, line 3, strike ‘‘2006’’ and insert 

‘‘2003’’. 
Page 118, line 5, strike ‘‘2009’’ and insert 

‘‘2006’’. 
Page 118, strike lines 6 though 8 (and redes-

ignate the subsequent subsections accord-
ingly). 

Page 118, strike line 18 and all that follows 
through page 119, line 5 (and redesignate the 
subsequent subsection accordingly). 

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Chairman, I am 
attempting here to craft what I would 
see as a reasonable compromise on the 
contentious issue of the continued au-
thorization of the so-called Recreation 
Fee Demonstration Program without 
any consideration, without one mo-
ment’s consideration, by the author-
izing committee on which I sit. 

Now, this is a tax on the American 
people, plain and simple. We all agree 

that for years we have been charging to 
access parks, to access developed camp 
grounds, special fee use areas; those 
things have ongoing maintenance costs 
that are directly attributable to the 
users. There is no issue over that and 
my amendment does not touch that au-
thority. 

However, the special new authority 
in the Recreation Fee Demonstration 
Program allows the United States For-
est Service and the Bureau of Land 
Management to charge people to drive 
on Forest Service logging roads paid 
for by tax dollars to roadside areas, 
pull-offs, or the end of the road and 
have to pay a fee to do that. 

Now, I represent many communities 
that are surrounded by national forests 
and for the people in those commu-
nities to recreate, they have to buy a 
pass to go out and hunt or picnic with 
their kids, drive the roads and park the 
car if they want to get out. Now, that 
is by any measure a tax on Americans, 
on average Americans who use our pub-
lic lands. We essentially have created a 
new king’s domain here: you can use 
the lands if you pay your fee. 

Now, the rationale is we do not have 
enough money in the budget to pay for 
recreation use on these lands, even 
though these people may not be incur-
ring any costs since they are using al-
ready developed Forest Service roads, 
turnouts, parking areas, whatever. 
These are already there; they do not 
require any maintenance that is paid 
for out of this program. So the ques-
tion becomes, should we continue to 
assess this fee without having a delib-
eration and a consideration. 

Now, on October 1 of this year, the 
GAO will render a new, updated report 
on the Recreation Fee Demo Program. 
I believe that that will point to a direc-
tion for some changes that are sorely 
needed. It will also point out how the 
money is being spent or has been spent. 

In their first report, we find out that 
it generated $31.9 million on Forest 
Service lands. It cost almost $5 billion 
to collect that $31.9 million, so 18 per-
cent of the revenue went to collection 
on the Forest Service, 18 percent went 
to administration over and above that. 
For the whole program, 21 percent 
went to collection costs. In addition to 
that, there is a general fund appropria-
tion to subsidize the collection costs of 
$1.5 million, not a very efficient way to 
raise funds and, obviously, a very small 
amount of money, a tiny fraction of 
many of the giveaways in the recent 
tax bill. 

So the question would be, why are we 
assessing this tax on tens of thousands 
of individual Americans, many of mod-
est means, many of whom will be eligi-
ble for nothing in the tax bill because 
their incomes are so low, they are re-
tired, they are not paying Federal in-
come taxes; they may only be paying 
FICA taxes if they are still working, 
they are going to have to pay more 

than they are going to get back be-
cause we are saying we cannot afford 
to pay for these services. 

So the compromise I offer is, since 
the then-subcommittee chairman, the 
now full committee chairman assured 
me 2 years ago when I did not ask for 
a recorded vote on this amendment 
that it would go through the proper au-
thorizing process. It would actually 
have, God forbid, hearings; we would 
actually, God forbid, invite in the pub-
lic; we might even go to some of the 
areas affected and hold a hearing, al-
though that might be going a little far, 
and then we would actually act to au-
thorize any future extension in the 
shape of this program and the levying 
of this tax on the American people. 

This bill, without a single hearing, 
without a moment’s hearing, will ex-
tend it for 4 years. My compromise 
would be to extend it for 1 year, receive 
the GAO report, and give the author-
izing committee the opportunity to 
hold hearings and mark up a proper au-
thorization. If we want a long-term au-
thorization, I believe it should go 
through the authorizing committee 
and the proper process. If the com-
mittee cannot accept that amendment, 
we will then move on to my amend-
ment to strike this provision all to-
gether. But in the interests of comity 
and time of the body, I would be will-
ing, after we hear from at least one 
other speaker in support, to offer this 
as a compromise. If the committee is 
unwilling to accept it, we will then 
proceed to the debate and a recorded 
vote on a total repeal of this program. 

Mr. SKEEN. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
opposition to this amendment. 

The Recreation Fee Demonstration 
Program has come a long way and it is 
improving. Through fiscal year 2002, it 
will have raised over $900 million to 
help fix the huge backlog in deferred 
maintenance in our national parks, for-
ests, refuges, and public lands. Yes, 
there have been a few problems along 
the way, but we have provided congres-
sional oversight and have improved the 
program every year. 

The President has requested a 4-year 
extension and that is what I support as 
well. Similar amendments have been 
soundly defeated by the House in the 
past, and I ask the Members to defeat 
this amendment as well. 

Mrs. BONO. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike the last word. 

I rise today in support of the DeFazio 
amendment. For centuries, our forests 
have remained free and open to the 
public. So when Congress decided to 
start charging families for the right to 
park their car on the side of the road in 
order just to walk their dog or catch a 
sunset, it did not seem right. When I 
am told that the fee is not much, I can-
not help but think of the families 
struggling to make it by month to 
month. Our public lands are a way they 
can share valued time off without the 
worries of being able to afford it. 
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Mr. Chairman, I am a great supporter 

of the national forest system and its 
personnel. The U.S. Forest Service 
staff are dedicated individuals for 
whom I have the utmost amount of re-
spect, and I realize they do not operate 
with enough resources. However, I be-
lieve that the forests are for the entire 
Nation and should be supported 
through the traditional funding proc-
esses like most all other Federal Gov-
ernment programs. 

This amendment seeks to extend the 
Adventure Pass program for only a 
year, because that would give Congress 
an opportunity to review the GAO re-
port on this issue due out this fall. The 
more facts we have about this program, 
the better we are able to address it. Let 
us give ourselves a chance to learn 
more and maybe even improve on this 
program without making our constitu-
ents pay for it. 

Mr. Chairman, I urge my colleagues 
to support the DeFazio amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO). 

The amendment was rejected. 
AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MR. DEFAZIO 
Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Chairman, I offer 

an amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will des-

ignate the amendment. 
The text of the amendment is as fol-

lows: 
Amendment No. 1 offered by Mr. DEFAZIO: 
Page 117, beginning on line 18, strike sec-

tion 312 (relating to recreational fee dem-
onstration program). 

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Chairman, here we 
are again. We are about to extend a tax 
which nicks the American people least 
able to afford it, people living in rural 
areas; certainly, some people who 
recreate on Federal lands can afford 
the $35, but many whom I represent in 
depressed logging communities and 
former mill communities cannot. To 
say that somehow we should extract 
$35 from each family so they can take 
the kids out, park the car by the side 
of a logging road and swim in their fa-
vorite stream that they have been 
swimming in for generations, or to go 
hunting for rocks or go hunting in the 
fall. 

This is extraordinary to me. These 
are public lands. These are not devel-
oped areas. These do not require recur-
ring costs to the Federal Government. 
We are creating a new king’s domain. I 
mean let us be straight about it here. 
Let us admit we are charging the 
American people for something they 
have already paid for in their tax dol-
lars. We are charging them to use log-
ging roads and turnouts that were sub-
sidized by their tax dollars. We are 
charging them to drive on public lands 
and park their car, public lands that 
are paid for and maintained out of the 
general fund of the United States in 
terms of forest firefighting and other 
issues. 

Should those people be charged and 
be caused to bear those costs? I think 
not. This is not a fair fee or a fair tax. 

The amendment I am offering, since 
the committee has turned down a rea-
sonable proposal; I suppose perhaps 
there is something to hide here. Per-
haps we do not want to go through the 
regular authorizing process as the sub-
committee chairman promised me we 
would do 2 years ago; perhaps we do not 
want to hold hearings in areas that are 
affected by this tax. Perhaps we are 
worried about the outcome. Perhaps 
the people on the Committee on Re-
sources on which I sit, who represent 
people in the areas which are most af-
fected, might not be totally receptive 
to this. Perhaps it would be a risk. Per-
haps the program would be modified, 
changed, or maybe it would not even 
get through. That would be a true leg-
islative process. Instead, buried deep in 
an appropriations bill without a single 
hearing is a 4-year extension of a new 
tax created in 1996. That is not right. It 
is not fair. 

If my colleagues have confidence in 
this, because I heard in the debate last 
year, oh, people love this program. Of 
course, the Forest Service says some-
thing different. The people who are try-
ing to enforce it are being abused and 
threatened. They have had more van-
dalism of the signs for this program 
than anything else. A lot of people do 
not even know where to pay the fee. 
The sign does not tell you. You get to 
the end of the logging road, this has 
happened to me, and there is a sign 
there saying, you must pay a fee to use 
the site. It is too far from anywhere for 
them to put one of those dead-man 
kind of collection things because some-
one will pull it out and take the money 
out of it. So it just says, you have to 
pay this fee somewhere, somehow, 
some time, or you are going to get a 
ticket if you park here. People do not 
even know where to go. 

Yes, the program has been slightly 
simplified. No longer do you have to 
have 50 or 60 different passes to drive 
throughout forests in the Western U.S. 
In the Northwest, you can get away 
with just a couple. That is $70. Seventy 
bucks is a lot of money for an average 
working family. I know it does not 
nick people in this place too much, but 
it certainly does the people who I rep-
resent. 

It is not fair to do this and it is not 
right to do this without going through 
the authorizing process, without hold-
ing hearings, without taking public 
testimony, without assessing the next 
GAO report on how much of this is 
going to administrative costs and col-
lection costs because in the first cut, 
almost 40 percent of this program was 
going to administration costs and col-
lection costs. Forty percent of a new 
tax. So every American family paying 
$35 is contributing 40 percent of that 
for bureaucracy and maybe the other 60 

percent goes to something they care 
about. Since this money is not cen-
trally controlled or not spent accord-
ing to any plan, it is up to the discre-
tion of the local forests. Some forests 
have done better than others in spend-
ing these excess funds out of this new 
tax. Others have not. They spend it in 
ways that the people who paid it do not 
want to see it happen. 

So I urge my colleagues to support 
this amendment, to strike this section 
from the bill. It would still run for 1 
year from next October, even if this is 
struck from the bill, and that would 
give the Committee on Resources a 
year to read and digest the GAO report, 
report an authorization, and take it up 
before the entire House. That is the 
way we normally do things around 
here, except when we have something 
to hide, and I guess in this case we 
have something to hide: an unfair tax 
on the American people that has never 
been properly authorized or com-
mented upon. 

b 1345 

Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike the requisite number of 
words. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise in support of the 
DeFazio amendment on recreation fees. 
At the height of summer recreation 
season when tens of millions of Ameri-
cans most enjoy their national parks 
and other public lands, the bill before 
us expands the recreation fees that are 
financially unfair to seniors, families, 
and children. 

After just passing a tax cut, there are 
those who want to give money with the 
one hand and take it back with the 
other. 

I am concerned with the scope and 
nature of the recreation fees being 
charged, and the fees’ impact on senior 
citizens, families, and other rec-
reational users. I am especially dis-
turbed by the fact that while rec-
reational trail users of our Federal 
lands are being asked to bear an in-
creased financial burden for the man-
agement of these lands, the same is not 
being asked of many subsidized individ-
uals, businesses, and industries whose 
consumptive use of Federal lands have 
far more impact. 

It is unfortunate, Mr. Chairman, that 
proponents propose substantial in-
creases in recreation fees at the height 
of the summer recreation season, yet 
have been unwilling to reduce the gen-
erous subsidy corporations receive 
from the use of public resources. 

It is regrettable that proponents ap-
parently believe that only private citi-
zens, not the corporations that profit 
from the resources of this Nation, 
should be called upon to pay more. How 
much additional revenue can the ma-
jority expect to squeeze out of families 
and senior citizens? 

Our national shrines and the national 
heritage embodied in our public lands 
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provide an exceptional and unique 
place in which to instill a solid value 
system in our children. We should be 
encouraging this family value, not hin-
dering it. It will be a sad day when 
families and other visitors have to look 
in their wallets to see if they can af-
ford to use our great system of na-
tional parks, forests, and public lands 
in which they, the public, share owner-
ship. 

Mr. Chairman, I support the DeFazio 
amendment. I do not believe it is right 
that our constituents should have to 
pay to simply walk in our national for-
ests or watch a sunset on our public 
lands. 

Mr. REGULA. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike the requisite number of 
words. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise in strong sup-
port of the elimination of this amend-
ment. The fee program has worked ex-
tremely well. It has raised about $400 
million that has been used to improve 
campsites, repair sanitation facilities, 
roads, bridges, and safety. 

I heard this characterized as a tax. It 
is a user fee, and the people that pay 
the fee get the benefit. If one does not 
use the facilities, they are not paying 
for them. 

We know that the backlog of mainte-
nance in the national parks is about $5 
billion, maybe $10 billion, no one 
knows for sure. But when we do not 
have maintenance, this means that the 
visitors do not have an opportunity to 
enjoy these facilities, as has been de-
scribed. 

By having a very modest fee, and 
usually the fee for a whole carload of 
people is about the price of one ticket 
to Disneyland, or maybe even less than 
that, they have the benefit of the 
trails, the campsites, the sanitation fa-
cilities, the enhancement of visitor lo-
cations. 

Thus far, we have raised over $600 
million. Under the language, this 
money has to be on top of the base sup-
port of the park program in the bill. 
This is not a substitute for what we 
would be normally spending. Therefore, 
the money is used to enhance the visi-
tors’ experience. 

When I talk to the superintendents, 
they say that the vast majority, the 
vast majority of the people are happy 
to pay a fee. In fact, oftentimes they 
will contribute extra if they have a box 
for contributions. People appreciate 
the parks and forests and the rec-
reational opportunities afforded to 
them, and they are perfectly willing in 
most cases to pay a very modest fee. 

This program over the next year or 
year and a half will produce a total of 
over $900 million. Members can imag-
ine what that means in fixing up run-
down campgrounds and picnic sites, 
and fixing cultural parks that are part 
of our great parks and forest system. 

Sometimes campgrounds are closed 
because they do not have the money to 

maintain them. By having the fee pro-
gram, they have an opportunity to 
open these campgrounds and give more 
visitors a chance to use the facilities. 

One other thing I am told by park 
and forest superintendents is that van-
dalism is substantially reduced, be-
cause when people pay a certain small 
fee they have a greater appreciation of 
the facility, plus the fact that they do 
not go in there in a careless way. 

I still remember visiting the Angelos 
National Forest, where they built a 
beautiful picnic area with slides and 
charcoal burners and picnic tables. Ob-
viously, what had happened the night 
before we were there, someone with one 
of these vehicles with huge tires had 
come into this facility and just drove 
over it, drove over the gate, smashed 
everything in sight. Had they paid a fee 
they would not have done that, because 
they would have known that somebody 
at the gate knew they were in there. 
But at that time, there was no fee pro-
gram. 

This is just one example of how van-
dalism would be reduced under this 
program. 

I think if we talk to park and forest 
superintendents, if we talk to the vast 
majority of people who use the parks 
and forests for recreation, they will be 
very supportive of this program. It has 
worked well. A lot of the facilities are 
in far better condition than they would 
be otherwise, had there not been the 
program of modest fees. 

I think this is a bad thing, this 
amendment, it is a bad thing for the 
parks and forests. It would take away 
from them an opportunity to work 
with the visitors in improving their ex-
perience when they do use our parks 
and recreation facilities. 

Mr. Chairman, I urge a strong no 
vote on this amendment. 

Mr. DeFAZIO. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. REGULA. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Oregon. 

Mr. DeFAZIO. Mr. Chairman, the 
gentleman has always been gracious in 
dealing with our disagreements over 
this, and I appreciate it. 

I would just like to clarify, the gen-
tleman kept saying parks and park su-
perintendents. This amendment applies 
only to the Forest Service and the 
BLM, so the parks and park super-
intendents are not at issue here. They 
would still be allowed to go there. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Ohio (Mr. REGULA) has 
expired. 

(On request of Mr. DICKS, and by 
unanimous consent, Mr. REGULA was 
allowed to proceed for 1 additional 
minute.) 

Mr. REGULA. Mr. Chairman, in the 
mind of the public, the forests and 
parks are oftentimes indistinguishable. 

I might say, the forests are a very 
rapidly growing source of recreation. 
In fact, what used to a source of wood 

fiber is now a source of recreation, and 
I think the gentleman will find in this 
bill a lot of commitment of money to 
enhancing the recreation dimension of 
the national forests. So obviously the 
fee program works there as effectively, 
and will, as it does in the parks. 

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. REGULA. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Oregon. 

Mr. 
efAZIO. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 

admits this will not affect the Park 
Service, it is only the Forest Serv-
ice and the BLM. 

Mr. REGULA. The committee in 
their wisdom chose to structure it that 
way. 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike the requisite number of words. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise in reluctant op-
position to the amendment of my 
friend, the gentleman from Oregon (Mr. 
DEFAZIO). I frankly believe, based on 
my own visits to the parks, that the 
American people are delighted. Not ev-
eryone is delighted, obviously, but the 
vast majority are willing to make a 
small contribution for the maintenance 
of the parks, which, as we all know, is 
something that has been underfunded. 

Last year, when I offered the con-
servation amendment with the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin (Mr. OBEY), one 
of the things we had in it was a lot of 
additional money for maintenance. We 
recognized that our parks, our national 
forests, our recreation areas, need addi-
tional maintenance. 

Under this program, 80 percent of the 
money that is collected stays at that 
local park, and when people see the 
signs about the improvements that are 
being made on the trails, in the hous-
ing for the workers, in the facilities, 
we have all kind of these facilities that 
are very, very old that need to have 
their sewers repaired, that need to 
have their septic tanks repaired, need 
to have work done on the water sys-
tems, many of which are old. People I 
think are willing to make this con-
tribution. 

The authorizing committees have 
had a lot of time here. This has been in 
place now for several years. They have 
time to have acted, and they have not 
acted. I think one of the reasons they 
have not acted is because they basi-
cally believe, as I do, that this program 
is working. 

I want to commend the gentleman 
from Ohio (Mr. REGULA). He put this 
together. I supported him. I think it is 
working. We are doing better on main-
tenance, we are keeping these facilities 
in better condition, and the other 20 
percent goes to the lesser parks, the 
lesser facilities. I think that also 
makes sense. 

We are not substituting the money. 
Where in the past the money was sent 
back to Washington and then they 
would get the 80 percent locally but 
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they would cut the amount of money 
that goes to that park, they are not 
doing that. 

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. DICKS. I yield to the gentleman 
from Oregon. 

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
the gentleman to consider this. 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I have 
tried to help the gentleman with meet-
ings with the Forest Service to try to 
clear up the problems in the gentle-
man’s area. 

Mr. DEFAZIO. I appreciate that the 
program is better than when it started, 
and we do not need 15 different forest 
passes in Oregon again. 

But the gentleman from Washington 
and the gentleman from Ohio keep re-
ferring to parks. There is a huge infra-
structure backlog in the parks. This 
amendment does not go to the parks, it 
goes to undeveloped recreation sites, 
off-logging roads, in the national for-
ests and on BLM land. 

If I could, one further point, the gen-
tleman who preceded the gentleman, I 
would disagree with what he said, that 
people do not differentiate between 
parks and Forest Service land. 

I am certain that the people in Or-
egon, as they do in Washington, dis-
criminate between the parks and the 
forest lands. No one is contesting 
charging park fees. We are talking 
about a new fee on using Forest Serv-
ice lands and BLM lands. 

Mr. DICKS. I appreciate that, Mr. 
Chairman. 

I would point out to the gentleman, 
however, that in terms of recreational 
opportunity, that our National Forest 
lands have more recreational oppor-
tunity than do our national parks. We 
have to keep and maintain those Na-
tional Forest campgrounds and hiking 
sites. 

I look forward to continuing to work 
with the gentleman from Oregon, but I 
think we should defeat his amendment 
here today and keep this bill moving 
forward to final passage before we have 
to leave today. 

Mr. PETERSON of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Chairman, I move to strike the req-
uisite number of words. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise to oppose this 
amendment. A statement was made a 
few moments ago of the poverty in 
sawmill towns. That is one part of the 
statement from a previous speaker 
that I will agree with. He has been suc-
cessful at helping create a lot of pov-
erty in sawmill towns. 

But when we go beyond that, we own 
one-third of America. The backlog on 
the Forest Service, the Fish and Wild-
life Service, and the BLM is $12 billion 
to $15 billion, forgetting the Park Serv-
ice, $12 billion to $15 billion. 

Hearings were held. There were many 
chances to be heard. Let us look at the 
program and how it has worked. Visi-
tors to the Forest Service and BLM are 

up. Why are they up? When we have the 
funds to maintain the trails, get the 
old logs out of there where trees have 
fallen, to maintain the facilities, to 
maintain and open new parking areas 
so people can come in, that is good. 

I hear complaints where sometimes 
there are not enough parking areas, 
places to park and access our public 
land. It costs money for water and 
sewer and buildings and trails and 
roads. It costs a lot of money. Have we 
adequately put the money behind all of 
the land we purchased? No, we have 
not. In fact, we have taken money that 
should go to maintenance and we keep 
buying more land in all of these juris-
dictions. 

Trails have been reopened and im-
proved with the demonstration fee 
money. Facilities have been updated. 
Boating areas have been expanded. 
Roads have been improved. Parking 
areas have been improved, and water 
and sewer made available. These are 
the things that the people need when 
they are out there. 

Yes, the poor people of America use 
our parks, the working people of Amer-
ica use our parks. A little bit ago we 
had an amendment that took that 
money away and gave it to some of the 
richest in America, the arts folks. 
Those are the richest people in Amer-
ica. The working people of America use 
our parks, and the vast majority sup-
port this program. There will be some 
that will not, but the vast majority of 
the people support this program be-
cause it works. They see what is hap-
pening. They see better roads. They see 
better facilities. They see better boat-
ing areas. The proof is in the pudding. 

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. PETERSON of Pennsylvania. I 
yield to the gentleman from Oregon. 

Mr. DEFAZIO. So I would ask the 
gentleman, Mr. Chairman, he wants to 
charge for users of public lands? 

Mr. PETERSON of Pennsylvania. 
Only in limited areas. 

Mr. DEFAZIO. If the gentleman will 
continue to yield, Mr. Chairman, I 
would ask him, how about oil, gas, 
mining, and mineral extraction? Would 
the gentleman be agreeable to a fee for 
mineral extraction from Federal lands? 

Mr. PETERSON of Pennsylvania. 
Mineral extraction is big, it is paid for. 

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mineral extraction is 
not paid for, there is no royalty. It is 
$3.50 cents an acre under the 1872 min-
ing law. 

I am glad the gentleman will support 
a fee on mining. I will have a bill to 
him in the near future. 

b 1400 

Mr. PETERSON of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Chairman, reclaiming my time, this 
program has benefited the people of 
America. Our facilities, we own a third 
of it, it ought to be accessible. Our fa-
cilities ought to be good. Our roads 

ought to be decent and safe. Our water 
and sewer facilities ought to be there. 

We ought to make it accessible and a 
fun experience for all of those who 
want to use it. Mr. Chairman, I urge 
the continuation. If it needs altering, 
we will alter it. It has been a dem-
onstration project. It is only on se-
lected sites. 

I have the Allegheny National Forest 
in my district, and they have some 
fees. I have not had complaints on 
those fees. People want to see those 
areas more accessible, brought up to 
date and where the experience is a good 
experience. 

We, as a Congress, have historically 
not been willing to invest the money in 
the investment we have made in own-
ing a third of America. This helps us do 
that. I urge a continuation. Should we 
alter it down the road? Probably. 

But let us let this project move for-
ward. It is the only hope of the public 
land having good facilities, well main-
tained, is having a fee schedule that 
helps us do that, because this Congress 
has been unwilling to put the dollars 
where their land is. 

Mr. CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO). 

The question was taken; and the 
Chairman announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Chairman, I de-
mand a recorded vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to clause 
6 of rule XVIII, further proceedings on 
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO) will 
be postponed. 

Mr. SKEEN. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that the remainder 
of title III be considered as read, print-
ed in the RECORD, and open to amend-
ment at any point. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
New Mexico? 

There was no objection. 
The text of the remainder of title III 

is as follows: 
SEC. 313. All interests created under leases, 

concessions, permits and other agreements 
associated with the properties administered 
by the Presidio Trust, hereafter shall be ex-
empt from all taxes and special assessments 
of every kind by the State of California and 
its political subdivisions. 

SEC. 314. None of the funds made available 
in this or any other Act for any fiscal year 
may be used to designate, or to post any sign 
designating, any portion of Canaveral Na-
tional Seashore in Brevard County, Florida, 
as a clothing-optional area or as an area in 
which public nudity is permitted, if such des-
ignation would be contrary to county ordi-
nance. 

SEC. 315. Of the funds provided to the Na-
tional Endowment for the Arts— 

(1) The Chairperson shall only award a 
grant to an individual if such grant is award-
ed to such individual for a literature fellow-
ship, National Heritage Fellowship, or Amer-
ican Jazz Masters Fellowship. 

(2) The Chairperson shall establish proce-
dures to ensure that no funding provided 
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through a grant, except a grant made to a 
State or local arts agency, or regional group, 
may be used to make a grant to any other 
organization or individual to conduct activ-
ity independent of the direct grant recipient. 
Nothing in this subsection shall prohibit 
payments made in exchange for goods and 
services. 

(3) No grant shall be used for seasonal sup-
port to a group, unless the application is spe-
cific to the contents of the season, including 
identified programs and/or projects. 

SEC. 316. The National Endowment for the 
Arts and the National Endowment for the 
Humanities are authorized to solicit, accept, 
receive, and invest in the name of the United 
States, gifts, bequests, or devises of money 
and other property or services and to use 
such in furtherance of the functions of the 
National Endowment for the Arts and the 
National Endowment for the Humanities. 
Any proceeds from such gifts, bequests, or 
devises, after acceptance by the National En-
dowment for the Arts or the National En-
dowment for the Humanities, shall be paid 
by the donor or the representative of the 
donor to the Chairman. The Chairman shall 
enter the proceeds in a special interest-bear-
ing account to the credit of the appropriate 
endowment for the purposes specified in each 
case. 

SEC. 317. (a) In providing services or award-
ing financial assistance under the National 
Foundation on the Arts and the Humanities 
Act of 1965 from funds appropriated under 
this Act, the Chairperson of the National En-
dowment for the Arts shall ensure that pri-
ority is given to providing services or award-
ing financial assistance for projects, produc-
tions, workshops, or programs that serve un-
derserved populations. 

(b) In this section: 
(1) The term ‘‘underserved population’’ 

means a population of individuals, including 
urban minorities, who have historically been 
outside the purview of arts and humanities 
programs due to factors such as a high inci-
dence of income below the poverty line or to 
geographic isolation. 

(2) The term ‘‘poverty line’’ means the pov-
erty line (as defined by the Office of Manage-
ment and Budget, and revised annually in ac-
cordance with section 673(2) of the Commu-
nity Services Block Grant Act (42 U.S.C. 
9902(2))) applicable to a family of the size in-
volved. 

(c) In providing services and awarding fi-
nancial assistance under the National Foun-
dation on the Arts and Humanities Act of 
1965 with funds appropriated by this Act, the 
Chairperson of the National Endowment for 
the Arts shall ensure that priority is given 
to providing services or awarding financial 
assistance for projects, productions, work-
shops, or programs that will encourage pub-
lic knowledge, education, understanding, and 
appreciation of the arts. 

(d) With funds appropriated by this Act to 
carry out section 5 of the National Founda-
tion on the Arts and Humanities Act of 
1965— 

(1) the Chairperson shall establish a grant 
category for projects, productions, work-
shops, or programs that are of national im-
pact or availability or are able to tour sev-
eral States; 

(2) the Chairperson shall not make grants 
exceeding 15 percent, in the aggregate, of 
such funds to any single State, excluding 
grants made under the authority of para-
graph (1); 

(3) the Chairperson shall report to the Con-
gress annually and by State, on grants 
awarded by the Chairperson in each grant 
category under section 5 of such Act; and 

(4) the Chairperson shall encourage the use 
of grants to improve and support commu-
nity-based music performance and edu-
cation. 

SEC. 318. None of the funds in this Act may 
be used to support Government-wide admin-
istrative functions unless such functions are 
justified in the budget process and funding is 
approved by the House and Senate Commit-
tees on Appropriations. 

SEC. 319. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, none of the funds in this Act 
may be used for GSA Telecommunication 
Centers. 

SEC. 320. None of the funds in this Act may 
be used for planning, design or construction 
of improvements to Pennsylvania Avenue in 
front of the White House without the ad-
vance approval of the House and Senate 
Committees on Appropriations. 

SEC. 321. Amounts deposited during fiscal 
year 2001 in the roads and trails fund pro-
vided for in the fourteenth paragraph under 
the heading ‘‘FOREST SERVICE’’ of the Act 
of March 4, 1913 (37 Stat. 843; 16 U.S.C. 501), 
shall be used by the Secretary of Agri-
culture, without regard to the State in 
which the amounts were derived, to repair or 
reconstruct roads, bridges, and trails on Na-
tional Forest System lands or to carry out 
and administer projects to improve forest 
health conditions, which may include the re-
pair or reconstruction of roads, bridges, and 
trails on National Forest System lands in 
the wildland-community interface where 
there is an abnormally high risk of fire. The 
projects shall emphasize reducing risks to 
human safety and public health and property 
and enhancing ecological functions, long- 
term forest productivity, and biological in-
tegrity. The projects may be completed in a 
subsequent fiscal year. Funds shall not be 
expended under this section to replace funds 
which would otherwise appropriately be ex-
pended from the timber salvage sale fund. 
Nothing in this section shall be construed to 
exempt any project from any environmental 
law. 

SEC. 322. Other than in emergency situa-
tions, none of the funds in this Act may be 
used to operate telephone answering ma-
chines during core business hours unless 
such answering machines include an option 
that enables callers to reach promptly an in-
dividual on-duty with the agency being con-
tacted. 

SEC. 323. No timber sale in Region 10 shall 
be advertised if the indicated rate is deficit 
when appraised under the transaction evi-
dence appraisal system using domestic Alas-
ka values for western red cedar: Provided, 
That sales which are deficit when appraised 
under the transaction evidence appraisal sys-
tem using domestic Alaska values for west-
ern red cedar may be advertised upon receipt 
of a written request by a prospective, in-
formed bidder, who has the opportunity to 
review the Forest Service’s cruise and har-
vest cost estimate for that timber. Program 
accomplishments shall be based on volume 
sold. Should Region 10 sell, in fiscal year 
2001, the annual average portion of the 
decadal allowable sale quantity called for in 
the current Tongass Land Management Plan 
in sales which are not deficit when appraised 
under the transaction evidence appraisal sys-
tem using domestic Alaska values for west-
ern red cedar, all of the western red cedar 
timber from those sales which is surplus to 
the needs of domestic processors in Alaska, 
shall be made available to domestic proc-
essors in the contiguous 48 United States at 
prevailing domestic prices. Should Region 10 
sell, in fiscal year 2001, less than the annual 

average portion of the decadal allowable sale 
quantity called for in the current Tongass 
Land Management Plan in sales which are 
not deficit when appraised under the trans-
action evidence appraisal system using do-
mestic Alaska values for western red cedar, 
the volume of western red cedar timber 
available to domestic processors at pre-
vailing domestic prices in the contiguous 48 
United States shall be that volume: (i) which 
is surplus to the needs of domestic proc-
essors in Alaska; and (ii) is that percent of 
the surplus western red cedar volume deter-
mined by calculating the ratio of the total 
timber volume which has been sold on the 
Tongass to the annual average portion of the 
decadal allowable sale quantity called for in 
the current Tongass Land Management Plan. 
The percentage shall be calculated by Region 
10 on a rolling basis as each sale is sold (for 
purposes of this amendment, a ‘‘rolling 
basis’’ shall mean that the determination of 
how much western red cedar is eligible for 
sale to various markets shall be made at the 
time each sale is awarded). Western red 
cedar shall be deemed ‘‘surplus to the needs 
of domestic processors in Alaska’’ when the 
timber sale holder has presented to the For-
est Service documentation of the inability to 
sell western red cedar logs from a given sale 
to domestic Alaska processors at price equal 
to or greater than the log selling value stat-
ed in the contract. All additional western red 
cedar volume not sold to Alaska or contig-
uous 48 United States domestic processors 
may be exported to foreign markets at the 
election of the timber sale holder. All Alaska 
yellow cedar may be sold at prevailing ex-
port prices at the election of the timber sale 
holder. 

SEC. 324. The Forest Service, in consulta-
tion with the Department of Labor, shall re-
view Forest Service campground concessions 
policy to determine if modifications can be 
made to Forest Service contracts for camp-
grounds so that such concessions fall within 
the regulatory exemption of 29 CFR 4.122(b). 
The Forest Service shall offer in fiscal year 
2002 such concession prospectuses under the 
regulatory exemption, except that, any pro-
spectus that does not meet the requirements 
of the regulatory exemption shall be offered 
as a service contract in accordance with the 
requirements of 41 U.S.C. 351–358. 

SEC. 325. A project undertaken by the For-
est Service under the Recreation Fee Dem-
onstration Program as authorized by section 
315 of the Department of the Interior and Re-
lated Agencies Appropriations Act for Fiscal 
Year 1996, as amended, shall not result in— 

(1) displacement of the holder of an author-
ization to provide commercial recreation 
services on Federal lands. Prior to initiating 
any project, the Secretary shall consult with 
potentially affected holders to determine 
what impacts the project may have on the 
holders. Any modifications to the authoriza-
tion shall be made within the terms and con-
ditions of the authorization and authorities 
of the impacted agency. 

(2) the return of a commercial recreation 
service to the Secretary for operation when 
such services have been provided in the past 
by a private sector provider, except when— 

(A) the private sector provider fails to bid 
on such opportunities; 

(B) the private sector provider terminates 
its relationship with the agency; or 

(C) the agency revokes the permit for non- 
compliance with the terms and conditions of 
the authorization. 

In such cases, the agency may use the 
Recreation Fee Demonstration Program to 
provide for operations until a subsequent op-
erator can be found through the offering of a 
new prospectus. 
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SEC. 326. For fiscal years 2002 and 2003, the 

Secretary of Agriculture is authorized to 
limit competition for fire and fuel treatment 
and watershed restoration contracts in the 
Giant Sequoia National Monument and the 
Sequoia National Forest. Preference for em-
ployment shall be given to dislocated and 
displaced workers in Tulare, Kern and Fres-
no Counties, California, for work associated 
with the establishment of the Giant Sequoia 
National Monument. 

SEC. 327. EXPEDITIOUS TREATMENT OF FOR-
EST PLAN REVISIONS.—The Secretary of Agri-
culture shall complete revisions to all land 
and resource management plans to manage a 
unit of the National Forest System pursuant 
to Section 6 of the Forest and Rangeland Re-
newable Resources Planning Act of 1974 (16 
U.S.C. 1604) as expeditiously as practicable 
using the funds provided for that purpose by 
this Act. 

SEC. 328. Until September 30, 2003, the au-
thority of the Secretary of Agriculture to 
enter into a cooperative agreement under 
the first section of Public Law 94–148 (16 
U.S.C. 565a–1) for a purpose described in such 
section includes the authority to use that 
legal instrument when the principal purpose 
of the resulting relationship is to the mutu-
ally significant benefit of the Forest Service 
and the other party or parties to the agree-
ment, including nonprofit entities. 

SEC. 329. (a) PILOT PROGRAM AUTHORIZING 
CONVEYANCE OF EXCESS FOREST SERVICE 
STRUCTURES.—The Secretary of Agriculture 
may convey, by sale or exchange, any or all 
right, title, and interest of the United States 
in and to excess buildings and other struc-
tures located on National Forest System 
lands and under the jurisdiction of the For-
est Service. The conveyance may include the 
land on which the building or other struc-
ture is located and such other land imme-
diately adjacent to the building or structure 
as the Secretary considers necessary. 

(b) LIMITATION.—Not more than 10 convey-
ances may be made under the authority of 
this section, and the Secretary of Agri-
culture shall obtain the concurrence of the 
Committee on Appropriations of the House 
of Representatives and the Committee on 
Appropriations of the Senate in advance of 
each conveyance. 

(c) USE OF PROCEEDS.—The proceeds de-
rived from the sale of a building or other 
structure under this section shall be retained 
by the Secretary of Agriculture and shall be 
available to the Secretary, without further 
appropriation until expended, for mainte-
nance and rehabilitation activities within 
the Forest Service Region in which the 
building or structure is located. 

(d) DURATION OF AUTHORITY.—The author-
ity provided by this section expires on Sep-
tember 30, 2005. 

SEC. 330. Section 551(c) of the Land Be-
tween the Lakes Protection Act of 1998 (16 
U.S.C. 460lll–61(c)) is amended by striking 
‘‘2002’’ and inserting ‘‘2004’’. 

SEC. 331. Section 323(a) of the Department 
of the Interior and Related Agencies Appro-
priations Act, 1999, as included in Public Law 
105–277, Div. A, section 101(e) is amended by 
inserting ‘‘and fiscal years 2002 through 
2005,’’ before ‘‘to the extent funds are other-
wise available’’. 
AMENDMENT NO. 9 OFFERED BY MR. TRAFICANT 
Mr. TRAFICANT. Mr. Chairman, I 

offer an amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will des-

ignate the amendment. 
The text of the amendment is as fol-

lows: 

Amendment No. 9 offered by Mr. TRAFI-
CANT: 

SEC. . No funds made available under this 
Act shall be made available to any person or 
entity who has been convicted of violating 
the Act of March 3, 1933 (41 U.S.C. 10a–10c, 
popularly known as the ‘‘Buy American 
Act’’). 

Mr. TRAFICANT. Mr. Chairman, this 
is standard ‘‘buy American’’ language 
that has been placed on appropriation 
bills. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gen-
tleman from New Mexico (Mr. SKEEN), 
the distinguished chairman of the Sub-
committee on the Interior. 

Mr. SKEEN. Mr. Chairman, I accept 
the Traficant amendment. 

Mr. TRAFICANT. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield to the gentleman from Wash-
ington (Mr. DICKS). 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I accept 
the Traficant amendment. 

Mr. TRAFICANT. Mr. Chairman, I 
would just hope that we continue to 
focus on buying American goods and 
products wherever we can. I appreciate 
the fine work of the gentleman from 
New Mexico (Chairman SKEEN), his 
consideration, and the gentleman from 
Washington (Mr. DICKS), ranking mem-
ber of the Subcommittee on the Inte-
rior. Mr. Chairman, I ask for an aye 
vote. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. TRAFICANT). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. DEAL of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, 

I move to strike the last word. 
Mr. Chairman, I would like to engage 

in a colloquy with the gentleman from 
New Mexico (Mr. SKEEN), the chairman 
of the Subcommittee on the Interior. 

Mr. Chairman, the administration in-
cluded a land acquisition request for 
several tracts of land along the Chat-
tahoochee River within the Chattahoo-
chee National Forest in my Ninth Con-
gressional District of Georgia. 

This particular acquisition ranked 
third on the Forest Service’s fiscal 
year 2002 national land acquisition pri-
ority list. Recently, I was informed 
that the owners of these tracts have 
delayed their decision to sell their 
properties. 

Fortunately, there are other land-
owners in the area with similarly im-
portant tracts of land who wish to con-
vey them to the Forest Service. The 
land now available will provide habitat 
and watershed protection, as well as 
recreation opportunities. 

The committee report provides $1 
million for the Forest Service to ac-
quire lands along the Chattahoochee 
River within the Chattahoochee Na-
tional Forest. 

Given the recent changes with land 
availability, I ask that the gentleman 
work with me in conference to remove 
the report language in the Forest Serv-
ice land acquisition table referring to 

the Chattahoochee River and simply 
appropriate the $1 million to the Chat-
tahoochee National Forest so they may 
purchase the key tracts now available. 

Mr. SKEEN. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. DEAL of Georgia. I yield to the 
gentleman from New Mexico. 

Mr. SKEEN. We have consulted with 
the Forest Service and the gentleman 
from Georgia (Mr. DEAL) is correct that 
the original tracts of land requested by 
the administration are no longer avail-
able. However, new tracts of land have 
become available that will help the for-
est to meet its management objectives. 

Mr. Chairman, I will be happy to 
work with the gentleman as this bill 
moves forward to conference. 

Mr. GREEN of Texas. Mr. Chairman, 
I move to strike the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, I know that the gen-
tleman from New Mexico (Chairman 
SKEEN) earlier was referring to the 
Maloney amendment and it was accept-
ed, but I have some concerns with it; 
and I hope that in conference com-
mittee, the gentleman will consider 
these concerns. 

The amendment wrongfully sub-
stitutes the use of ‘‘spot’’ prices as an 
index for the oil and gas value for roy-
alty purposes in all cases. 

The Clinton administration, when 
publishing the final oil valuation rule 
in March 2000, agreed with the Rocky 
Mountain producers that the use of 
spot prices was not an appropriate 
measure of the value. In fact, the cur-
rent rule allows the use of comparable 
arm’s-length sales of crude oil in the 
field to establish that value. 

What the Maloney amendment really 
does is have Congress endorse the 
‘‘duty-to-market’’ concept in the oil 
and gas valuation rules. It wrongfully 
requires lessees to pay royalties based 
on downstream value-added system, 
rather than the ‘‘wellhead’’ value 
which is required by existing leases and 
current mineral leases statutes. 

This amendment seeks to prevent 
further royalty-in-kind crude oil pilot 
projects like in Wyoming, despite the 
analysis by the Minerals Management 
Service and the State of Wyoming, 
that the government received 45 cents 
per barrel more in revenue than it had 
received under the original or the cur-
rent royalty-in-value system. 

Saved administrative costs should 
not be ignored as a policy matter, and 
the royalty-in-kind involves far less 
administration by the Department of 
the Interior than the royalty in value. 

The materials management service 
pilot project increasingly shows that 
the royalty-in-kind works. And in my 
home State of Texas, we have had a 
successful royalty-in-kind program for 
a number of years, and it can and does 
work very well. 

The minerals management service re-
cently completed its evaluation of the 
Wyoming royalty-in-kind pilot project 
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and published that report in the Fed-
eral Register for public comment, and 
yet there were no objections submitted 
by the public. 

The minerals management service 
based its Wyoming pilot on the criteria 
that to be successful the pilot must 
provide simplicity, accuracy, and cer-
tainty for leases and the government. 

The revenue should be revenue neu-
tral or better for the government and 
must reduce the administrative burden 
for leases and the government. 

The Wyoming pilot met these cri-
teria. Royalty-in-kind receipts exceed-
ed comparable in-value royalties by ap-
proximately $810,000. In addition, the 
royalty-in-kind streamlined processes 
have established a foundation for ad-
ministrative savings for the minerals 
management service and also the in-
dustry. 

Mr. Chairman, I hope the minerals 
management has made it clear that 
they would not force any Federal lands 
into the royalty-in-kind and States 
where the State is not a partner, and 
there is no mandatory royalty-in-kind 
program or mandatory expansion. 

The minerals management service 
should be allowed to manage the min-
erals and have the choice to use roy-
alty-in-value or royalty-in-kind as al-
lowed by the lease conditions, the mar-
ket and the Federal statutes. 

At this critical point, we need to ad-
dress our Nation’s energy needs. We 
should not restrict or limit the govern-
ment’s ability to conduct programs 
that benefit us all, particularly the 
taxpayers. 

Mr. Chairman, I urge my colleagues 
to look at this amendment in con-
ference committee, so it will benefit 
the taxpayers and also the producers. 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. GREEN of Texas. I yield to the 
gentleman from Washington. 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I under-
stand the gentleman’s concerns, and we 
will definitely take a look at this dur-
ing the conference with the House and 
the Senate. 

Mr. OTTER. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise to enter into a 
colloquy with the gentleman from New 
Mexico (Chairman SKEEN). The land ac-
quisition that I would like to bring to 
the gentleman’s attention today is 
5,988 acres which is in-holding called 
Thunder Mountain. Thunder Mountain 
is located in the Payette National For-
est in West Central Idaho and is lo-
cated in the heart of the Frank 
Church-River of No Return Wilderness 
area. 

This area is home to five listed spe-
cies and large populations of game, 
large game including elk, deer, moose, 
and bighorn sheep. The purchase of this 
land would allow the Forest Service to 
protect the critical areas that are nec-
essary for generations to come. 

I offer my appreciation to the gen-
tleman from New Mexico (Mr. SKEEN) 
in advance for the gentleman’s sincere 
consideration of this effort. 

Mr. SKEEN. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. OTTER. I yield to the gentleman 
from New Mexico. 

Mr. SKEEN. Mr. Chairman, I thank 
the gentleman for bringing this land 
acquisition request to our attention 
and for making his interests known. 
There were many worthy land acquisi-
tion projects requested for fiscal year 
2002. 

We tried to fund as many as we 
could; nevertheless, we will closely ex-
amine this request should the oppor-
tunity arise in conference. 

Mr. OTTER. I thank the gentleman 
for his comments. 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. OTTER. I yield to the gentleman 
from Washington. 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I have 
been in that area that the gentleman is 
talking about, and I think it is some-
thing we ought to look at very closely. 

We appreciate the concern of the gen-
tleman from Idaho for endangered spe-
cies. That is kind of a new thing from 
Idaho, and we appreciate it. 

Mr. OTTER. Reclaiming my time, 
Mr. Chairman, I want to say to the 
gentleman from Washington (Mr. 
DICKS) I appreciate his concern for 
those of us in Idaho who are becoming 
more endangered every year. 

AMENDMENT NO. 5 OFFERED BY MR. RAHALL 
Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Chairman, I offer 

an amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment No. 5 offered by Mr. RAHALL: 
At the end of the bill, insert after the last 

section (preceding the short title) the fol-
lowing new section: 

SEC. ll. No funds provided in this Act 
may be expended to conduct preleasing, leas-
ing and related activities under either the 
Mineral Leasing Act (30 U.S.C. 181 et seq.) or 
the Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act (43 
U.S.C. 1331 et seq.) within the boundaries of 
a National Monument established pursuant 
to the Act of June 8, 1906 (16 U.S.C. 431 et 
seq.) as such boundary existed on January 20, 
2001, except where such activities are allowed 
under the Presidential proclamation estab-
lishing such monument. 

Mr. CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to the 
order of the Committee of today, the 
gentleman from West Virginia (Mr. RA-
HALL) and a Member opposed each will 
control 15 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from West Virginia (Mr. RAHALL). 

Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, America’s national 
monuments are under siege. Under the 
guise of an energy crisis, both the 
President and his Interior Secretary 
have publicly suggested that some of 
our national monuments might be 
pretty nice places for oil and gas drill-
ing or perhaps even a coal mine. 

In my view, this is not what America 
is about. Americans are rightfully con-
cerned about energy security, but I do 
not think that the majority of Ameri-
cans believe that we are in such a sorry 
state of affairs that we must unleash 
big oil onto some of our most cherished 
and sacred public lands. 

Make no mistake about it, some of 
the oil and gas companies have been 
hankering to get into these areas for 
years. They are salivating over the 
thought that these monuments might 
be opened. 

Mr. Chairman, I maintain that our 
national monuments, our national her-
itage must not be sacrificed on the 
altar of greed and profit. 

Mr. Chairman, my amendment would 
simply prohibit the issuance of new en-
ergy leases in designated national 
monuments. 

It would not, it would not vanquish 
any valid existing right, nor would it 
prevent leasing in any situation where 
that activity was authorized when the 
monument was established. Establish-
ment of a national monument is an au-
thority vested with the President 
under what is known as the Antiquities 
Act. 

Beginning with that great Repub-
lican conservative Teddy Roosevelt, 14 
of the 17 Presidents who served since 
1906 have used this power. In all, they 
have established 122 national monu-
ments, with Congress subsequently re-
designating 30 of them as national 
parks. 

We are talking about places like the 
California Coastal National Monument 
and the Giant Sequoia National Monu-
ment in California. The Craters of the 
Moon National Monument in Idaho and 
Vermillion Cliffs National Monument 
in Arizona. 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. RAHALL. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Washington. 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I wanted 
to ask the gentleman from West Vir-
ginia (Mr. RAHALL) a question. I did 
not want to interrupt the gentleman, 
and I will be glad to give him some ad-
ditional time. 

I say to the gentleman, is it not true 
that before these became monuments, 
these were all Federal lands? Mr. 
Chairman, sometimes people think 
that Presidents go out and create just 
out of whole cloth wilderness or what-
ever area, but the monument has to 
have been Federal land before it be-
came a monument; is that not correct? 

Mr. RAHALL. Reclaiming my time, 
the gentleman from Washington (Mr. 
DICKS), the distinguished ranking 
member, is exactly right. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield further to the 
gentleman from Washington (Mr. 
DICKS). 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I just 
wanted to point that out to my col-
leagues. 
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Mr. Chairman, I ask that the gen-

tleman from West Virginia be granted 
an additional minute due to my inter-
ruption. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is unable 
to grant that request unless there is a 
unanimous consent request that each 
side get an additional minute, because 
this is a controlled-time debate. 

Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Chairman, re-
claiming my time, these places I just 
mentioned, they are incredible treas-
ures. They are incredible treasures; 
from the Atlantic to the Pacific, his-
toric sites, glacial fjords, towering 
mountains and fragile deserts. Indeed, 
they are a lasting legacy that we as 
Americans can hand down for genera-
tions to come. 

Are we really that desperate that we 
will allow coal mining or oil and gas 
drilling in these national monuments? 
I do not believe so. Yet there are some, 
there are some who see things dif-
ferently. 

Under the Bush administration, the 
Interior Department has conducted a 
new analysis of the energy potential of 
national monument lands, not all 
monuments, mind you, not an analysis 
of all monuments, just those it so hap-
pened were designated by President 
Clinton. 

What a surprise. This new analysis 
found that a number of our national 
monuments may contain some oil and 
gas and coal resources. These areas ap-
parently now represent the administra-
tion’s monument hit list. So the ques-
tion comes down to this: 95 percent of 
BLM lands in the western energy-pro-
ducing States are already open to oil, 
gas and coal leasing; 95 percent BLM 
lands are already open to oil, gas and 
coal leasing. 
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Must we now sacrifice the remaining 
5 percent of protected areas, our wil-
derness, our historic sites, our wildlife 
preserves? Must they now be subjected 
to exploitation and speculation? I say 
no, and I sincerely hope that this body 
says no as well. 

Vote for our heritage. Vote for our 
legacy. Vote for our future genera-
tions. Vote for American values. And 
vote for this amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. SKEEN. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
opposition to the gentleman’s amend-
ment. 

This amendment would put in place a 
moratorium, stopping any new energy 
development within the current bound-
aries of the newly created national 
monuments without regard to the en-
ergy needs of the Nation. Passage of 
this amendment would limit the De-
partment’s capability to consider ac-
tions through the land planning proc-
ess that could be in our Nation’s inter-
est. If after extensive consultation 
with all parties the President deter-

mines that it is in the best interest of 
the American people to modify a monu-
ment boundary, while still maintaining 
the integrity of our precious national 
monuments, he should not be prohib-
ited from doing so. 

Members have been rightfully con-
cerned about the electricity situation 
in California and the rest of the West 
right now, and about supply and price 
problems of various energy fuels. This 
amendment sends the wrong message. 
It says regardless of the energy situa-
tion, we are going to place certain 
lands off limits, even if the President 
determines that leasing of those lands 
will not interfere with their national 
monument significance. 

Therefore, I must ask for my col-
leagues’ support in defeating this 
amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. RADANOVICH. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from 
California (Mr. GEORGE MILLER), the 
ranking member of the House Com-
mittee on Education and the Workforce 
and a former ranking member of the 
Committee on Resources. 

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California. 
Mr. Chairman, I thank the gentleman 
for yielding me this time, and we must 
support this amendment. We must sup-
port this amendment so the energy cri-
sis in California and the West Coast is 
not allowed to be used as a battering 
ram by this administration to batter 
down the designation of national 
monuments and some of the most valu-
able and most prized and most beau-
tiful and sacred lands in this entire 
country. 

This administration now wants to 
come in, after all the effort was made 
to delineate and to make determina-
tions about the values of these lands in 
terms of their cultural and historic sig-
nificance, and after the designation of 
the monument has been given in the 
name of the people of the United States 
of America, this administration would 
try to batter down those designations 
at the very time when millions of 
Americans are taking their children 
and other members of their family and 
traveling across this country visiting 
monuments of this country, recog-
nizing the historical importance of 
these, the cultural importance of these 
lands, the Craters of the Moon, the Ef-
figy Mounds, the Little Bighorn Battle-
field, Scotts Bluff, the Statute of Lib-
erty, Bandelier National Monument, 
Gila Cliff Dwellings, White Sands, Gov-
ernor’s Island, Oregon Caves. These are 
all different. In the West we have some 
monuments, in the East we have dif-
ferent monuments, but this is about 
the culture of this Nation. 

You tried to use the energy crisis in 
California to batter the California con-
sumers, Mr. President, and that did not 
work. And now we see finally you are 
taking some actions to help those con-

sumers. You should not use this energy 
crisis to batter down the designation of 
these lands. These lands belong to the 
people of the United States. And when 
your Secretary of the Interior sends a 
letter suggesting to consult with just 
local officials, these are not local 
parks, these are not local districts, 
these are national monuments. Why 
are we not consulting with all the peo-
ple of this Nation? That is what Presi-
dent Clinton did before he made the 
designation. There were public hear-
ings, there was a process, because we 
knew the significance and the impor-
tance of a monument designation. 

We should not cower behind our en-
ergy problems in California to try to 
change the status of these great public 
lands. 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE CHAIRMAN 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would re-

mind all Members that remarks during 
debate should be directed to the Chair. 

Mr. SKEEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 3 
minutes to the gentleman from Idaho 
(Mr. OTTER). 

Mr. OTTER. Mr. Chairman, first of 
all, the amendment is nothing more 
than an attempt by the Democrats to 
congressionally legitimize those ac-
tions taken by President Clinton dur-
ing the last hours, without adequate 
public input, in the dead of night. 

These proclamations, of course, 
clearly abused the letter and the spirit 
of the Antiquities Act of 1906, when 
they knew what they were doing. The 
Antiquities Act, among other things, 
mandates that when a President de-
clares a monument it ‘‘shall be con-
fined to the smallest area available, 
compatible with the proper care and 
management of the objects to be pro-
tected.’’ Now, I know that that means 
we must question ourselves as to what 
we mean by objects or what we might 
mean by protected. However, as we all 
know, President Clinton blatantly used 
this act solely for political purposes 
like no other before him. 

Mr. Chairman, passing this amend-
ment would in effect put a congres-
sional rubber stamp on those actions 
and those boundaries taken by these 
ill-considered proclamations. Secondly, 
if the boundaries of the national monu-
ments do change, this amendment to 
the bill today is totally unnecessary. 
Most, if not all, the proclamations 
withdraw the lands from all forms of 
mineral entry, including oil and gas 
leasing, except when subject to valid 
and existing rights. This amendment 
keeps the exemption for valid and ex-
isting rights, thus actually does noth-
ing at all, Mr. Chairman, for the monu-
ment boundaries if they are never ad-
justed. 

Lastly, and however very important, 
by agreeing to this amendment we also 
prevent future oil and gas leasing in 
these areas that would not be with-
drawn as a national monument if the 
boundaries ever did change. If the 
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boundaries are to be adjusted to meet 
the real intent of the 1906 Antiquities 
Act and the real intent of protecting 
the object of significance contained in 
those monuments, then the areas with-
drawn, which would not contain any 
significant objects, could be open to 
gas and oil and other exploration. 

Eliminating future options for our 
country’s resources is simply not ac-
ceptable, and I submit that the other 
side cannot have it both ways. You 
cannot suck and blow in the same 
breath, and, Mr. Chairman, that is pre-
cisely what they are doing. 

Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
2 minutes to the gentleman from Wis-
consin (Mr. KIND), a valued member of 
our committee and the ranking mem-
ber on the Subcommittee Committee 
on Energy and Mineral Resources. 

Mr. KIND. Mr. Chairman, I thank the 
ranking member of the Committee on 
Resources for yielding me this time. As 
ranking member on the Subcommittee 
on Energy and Mineral Resources, I 
rise in strong support of the Rahall 
amendment that prohibits funding for 
new leasing for oil and gas exploration 
in our national monuments. 

Mr. Chairman, Teddy Roosevelt must 
be rolling in his grave right now. A 
great Republican conservationist, he 
was the first President to use his pow-
ers of the Antiquities Act to designate 
national monuments throughout the 
country. Now, 100 years later, a Repub-
lican President is suggesting opening 
up these same very precious lands to 
oil and gas exploration. Our national 
monuments should be the last place 
open for energy development, not the 
first. We should instead be focusing on 
effectively managing the millions of 
acres of Federal land that are already 
available for energy development. 

In fact, the work we have been doing 
in the Subcommittee on Energy and 
Mineral Resources, the gentlewoman 
from Wyoming (Mrs. CUBIN) and I have 
demonstrated that 95 percent of the 
available Federal lands are already ac-
cessible to oil and gas exploration. We 
should be keeping our focus on that 
rather than the remaining 5 percent 
that is not. Granted, there may be 
some permitting problems that have 
come out during the course of these 
hearings that we need to work through, 
but there is sufficient Federal lands al-
ready for the oil and gas energy needs 
that this country faces. 

Rather than opening our national 
monuments to oil drilling, we should 
instead bring balance to our national 
energy policy by developing renewable 
and alternative energy sources, such as 
solar, wind, and biomass. We should be 
increasing our funding for those pro-
grams instead of cutting them, as the 
administration now proposes. 

We should also be encouraging the 
development of hybrid cars in this 
country. The big three in this country 
have fallen behind the competitive 

scale when it comes to developing 
these hybrids, which are more energy 
efficient and more environmentally 
friendly. We have waiting lines across 
the country of consumers wanting to 
buy the foreign-made hybrid cars. So 
there is a market demand for this, Mr. 
Chairman. 

Clearly, the American people would 
like to see more fuel efficient, environ-
mentally friendly vehicles, not more 
drilling in the national monuments, 
and so I would encourage my col-
leagues to support this amendment. 

Mr. SKEEN. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that debate on the 
following specified amendments to the 
bill, and any amendments thereto, be 
limited to the time specified, equally 
divided and controlled by the pro-
ponent and an opponent. 

An amendment to be offered by the 
gentleman from Florida (Mr. DAVIS) re-
lated to oil and gas leasing in Florida 
for 30 minutes; an amendment to be of-
fered by the gentleman from Wash-
ington (Mr. INSLEE) regarding hardrock 
mining for 30 minutes; an amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Florida 
(Mr. DEUTSCH) regarding Biscayne Na-
tional Park for 10 minutes; and an 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Florida (Mr. STEARNS) regarding 
the National Endowment for the Arts 
for 10 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
New Mexico? 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, reserving 
the right to object, I want to make cer-
tain on the Stearns amendment that I 
would have the 5 minutes in opposi-
tion; if we could just have that under-
standing. 

Mr. SKEEN. I will yield that. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 

to the request of the gentleman from 
New Mexico? 

There was no objection. 
The CHAIRMAN. The unanimous 

consent agreement is agreed to. 
Mr. SKEEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 5 

minutes to the gentleman from Utah 
(Mr. HANSEN). 

Mr. HANSEN. Mr. Chairman, this is a 
very interesting debate we are in. My 
good friend from West Virginia, I am 
afraid I am going to have to go to the 
other side on this one, and I want to 
explain why, because I have great re-
spect for him and the ability he has. 

I noticed when I read his statement 
this morning, he talked about the 
crown jewels that we were going to 
protect under this amendment. I would 
agree with that, if they were the crown 
jewels. If we go back to the 1906 Antiq-
uities Law and carry it out and find 
out where we are going, those original 
ones truly did fit that category, the 
Grand Canyon, the Zion, the Bryce, 
and the others, they are the crown jew-
els, and we compliment Teddy Roo-
sevelt for taking the time, the initia-
tive, and having the enlightenment to 

come up with the idea of taking care of 
those crown jewels. 

But now we find ourselves in an en-
tirely different situation today. What 
do we have on these crown jewels? Let 
me point out, Mr. Chairman, that we 
have a whole group of energy problems. 
I do not think there is any intelligent 
person in America that does not realize 
we are going to have a tremendous en-
ergy problem. It is going to be coal, it 
is going to be natural gas. We are talk-
ing about alternative sources, and we 
get 2 percent, that huge amount of 2 
percent of alternative sources that ev-
erybody is talking about, and then we 
have got coal at 52 percent. 

Now let me talk about one of these 
crown jewels my good friend from West 
Virginia talked about. On September 
16, 1996, standing safely on the south 
rim of the Grand Canyon, President 
Clinton got up and he declared that he 
was going to put 1.7 million acres into 
one of these crown jewels. The inter-
esting thing about it is that President 
Clinton had never been there. When he 
was asked where it was, he put it in Ne-
vada, though that is immaterial. That 
is a little different than someone like 
Teddy Roosevelt, who had lived on the 
ground, who had been to the Grand 
Canyon, who had hunted in the Grand 
Canyon, had floated in the river, had 
hiked those canyons. He knew it from 
one inch to the other. 

Now, do my colleagues know what 
the law says? I thought we were bound 
by the law. I thought it was necessary 
we follow the law. We are a Nation of 
laws. Yet this President comes along 
and he talks about the three things we 
are supposed to name in the 1906 Antiq-
uities Law. 
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What are they? One is a scientific 
site. Another is an archeological site 
like Rainbow Bridge, obviously one. 
Another one is an historic site where 
the two trains came together. That is 
obviously an historic site. 

This is the first President, and I have 
sat on this committee and chaired the 
Subcommittee on Parks and Lands, 
and now I am the chairman of the Com-
mittee on Resources, I cannot find a 
President who has violated that up to 
this point. This President did not state 
any one of the three. Not one. 

What is the next thing that the law 
says, the law that we put our hand to 
the square and said, we will uphold this 
law. And the next part says this. It 
says, and he shall use the smallest 
acreage available to protect that site. 
In the first place, my colleagues, Presi-
dent Clinton did not name the site. In 
the second place, he gives us 1.7 million 
acres. 

Mr. Chairman, let me go back to the 
idea of energy. What is in this area? I 
asked John Leshy, the solicitor for the 
Department of Interior, explain this 
beautiful area that President Clinton is 
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taking care of. He did not know what 
he was talking about, and I say that re-
spectfully, because he said where there 
is 1 trillion tons, get that word ‘‘tril-
lion,’’ 1 trillion tons of low sulfur coal, 
the best in the world, right in the 
Kaiparowits Plateau. 

Mr. Chairman, have any of my col-
leagues been there? It amazes me, we 
are so good about talking about places, 
but often my colleagues have never 
been there. Well, I have been there. My 
dad had mines on it. As a private pilot, 
I put airplanes down in the craziest 
places, I repent for doing that, but all 
through that area, and I can tell my 
colleagues without any equivocation, if 
my colleagues like rolling hills of sage-
brush and nothing else but hot, dry 
land with bugs flying around, that is 
two-thirds of the Grand Staircase 
Escalante. Two-thirds of it is nothing 
but sagebrush. But there is a trillion 
tons of low sulfur coal. 

Now we are talking about President 
Carter who says our ace in the hole is 
coal; and yet we say we cannot do that 
under the gentleman’s amendment. We 
cannot take care of that. 

What I have heard on some of these 
other 18 crown jewels that came about: 
fossil fuels, natural gas. All of these 
things, and these are not, my friends, 
the crown jewels that my good friend 
of West Virginia talked about. These 
are areas put in there, obviously abus-
ing the 1906 antiquity law, obviously 
there for political reasons. In fact, we 
subpoenaed the papers and we wrote a 
pamphlet called ‘‘Behind Closed 
Doors.’’ I do not have the quotes here, 
I was at another meeting and just ran 
over, and so I quote from memory, 
‘‘These grounds do not deserve protec-
tion.’’ Kathleen McGinty, working for 
President Clinton and Al Gore, ‘‘These 
grounds do not deserve protection,’’ 
yet we say they are crown jewels. Give 
me a break. 

Why are we doing this anyway? An-
other thing between the Department of 
Interior and the White House, another 
statement, ‘‘These grounds do not de-
serve that kind of protection.’’ Yet 
today, we are here saying we have an 
energy crisis on our hands and we can-
not handle it, so let us close up areas of 
rolling sagebrush. 

The Grand Staircase Escalante does 
not deserve that protection. 

Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
1 minute to the gentleman from Oregon 
(Mr. BLUMENAUER). 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Chairman, I 
appreciate the gentleman’s courtesy in 
allowing me to speak in support of his 
amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I disagree with my 
colleague from Idaho who talked about 
sneaking this in the last hours in the 
dead of night. I am speaking just to 
one monument in the State of Oregon, 
the Cascade-Siskiyous, where approxi-
mately a year ago 52,000 acres were 
protected. I would suggest that there is 

significant support in our State, and 
the notion that this would be an area 
where we should open up to mineral ex-
ploration, energy exploration, is some-
thing that would be opposed by the 
people in our community. 

Mr. Chairman, we may disagree over 
issues that deal with energy. I am sure 
we will have spirited debate, but I 
would hope that this is one area where 
we could step back and recognize that 
these are areas that deserve protection. 

If the Congress wants to overturn the 
Presidential designation, if there is one 
that is inappropriate, by all means 
come forward and we will have the de-
bate, have Members vote them up or 
down. But unless and until my col-
leagues are willing to step forward and 
show where they think it is not worthy 
of protection, I think we ought to sup-
port the gentleman’s amendment, and I 
know that the people in Oregon appre-
ciate it. 

Mr. SKEEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 1 
minute to the gentleman from Alaska 
(Mr. YOUNG). 

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Chair-
man, I have been in my office listening 
to the debate on the gentleman’s 
amendment, and I have never heard so 
much energy wasted on an amendment 
that very frankly does damage to this 
Nation and not to the monuments. 
When I hear people talk about the 
Statute of Liberty and the Grand Can-
yon, they are full of it. That is really, 
in fact, not what this is all about. 

Mr. Chairman, if my colleagues want 
to know what it is about, read this re-
port called ‘‘A Monumental Abuse: The 
Clinton Administration’s Campaign of 
Misinformation in the Establishment 
of the Grand Staircase Escalante Na-
tional Monument.’’ I have it right here. 
This was passed by the Committee on 
Resources. Read it. It is the greatest 
blatant political piece of trash that ad-
ministration did. There was no danger 
to that area of the Escalante, but be-
cause the environmentalists wanted it 
and Kathleen McGinty wanted it, they 
set this vast area of land, without con-
sulting with the governor and without 
consulting with the local representa-
tive, and by the way he lost, because 
there was a huge coal deposit there and 
they did not want that coal deposit de-
veloped. Read your RECORD. Do not 
vote for this amendment. It is nothing 
but a bunch of hot air. 

Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
1 minute to the gentleman from Oregon 
(Mr. DEFAZIO). 

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Chairman, as far 
as the debate earlier on the recreation 
fee demo amendments, they are some-
thing that should be subject to the 
Committee on Resources, on which I 
serve, which is a tax on the average 
American people. It is hidden in this 
bill to avoid accountability and respon-
sibility. 

Now here hidden in this bill is the au-
thority to go into and drill on national 

monuments. If my colleagues want to 
undo the national monuments, have 
the courage of their convictions. Intro-
duce legislation. Hold hearings. Have a 
debate. Bring it to the floor. Have a 
vote. See if it can be gotten out of the 
House of Representatives. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not think that is 
going to happen. I do not believe this 
body is going to undo formally any 
monuments. So do not have this sub-
terranean subterfuge of drilling. Be 
honest. If my colleagues want to undo 
the monuments, introduce the legisla-
tion and let us have a vote on it up or 
down. 

Mr. SKEEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Mon-
tana (Mr. REHBERG). 

Mr. REHBERG. Mr. Chairman, I 
could not agree more with the last 
speaker when he says introduce legisla-
tion if Members want to change it, do 
not do it through a rider. 

Mr. Chairman, I had a hearing in 
Lewistown, Montana a couple of weeks 
ago. I had just short of 300 people 
there. It took 8 hours. There is not con-
sensus on this. 

When I came to Congress, I made the 
determination I would try and change 
the rhetoric when it came to natural 
resources policy so we do not dig our-
selves into corners and then have to 
litigate our way back out. 

The President dropped a bad piece in 
our laps. We are trying to pick up the 
pieces. We will do the best we can. We 
want full disclosure and full debate, 
but let us not close the door to a rea-
sonable conclusion to something that 
is very emotional in my State of Mon-
tana. 

Over 80,000 acres of private property 
were included in this monument. What 
reasonable President, if he had gone 
through the appropriate process of de-
bate and consideration, would have al-
lowed that to happen? 

Secretary Norton recently sent out a 
letter to over 200 local officials asking 
their opinion. She has stated the posi-
tion that she will not make changes 
without adequate consideration and 
due process. There is only one reason 
this amendment has been introduced, 
and that is to shut the door further on 
what we believe the President did in 
the first place. 

Mr. Chairman, I hope my colleagues 
will vote against this amendment. 

Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
3 minutes to the gentleman from Mas-
sachusetts (Mr. MARKEY). 

Mr. MARKEY. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
in support of the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from West Virginia (Mr. 
RAHALL). 

Mr. Chairman, this amendment will 
prohibit oil and gas leasing and 
preleasing in our national monuments. 
Without this amendment, we may have 
to rename some of our national monu-
ments to reflect their new status. The 
Statue of Liberty National Monument, 
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for example, could become the ‘‘Statue 
of Fossil Fuels Production National 
Monument,’’ with an actual flame 
burning at the top of the torch. Of 
course, we will have to change the in-
scription to read: 

Give me your drill bits, your rigs, 
Your huddled oil companies yearning to 

drill free, 
To dump their wretched refuse on our pris-

tine shores, 
Send these, your well-heeled executives to 

me: 
I lift my lamp besides their golden doors. 

Of course, there are other types of 
national monuments in our country. 
Here is a photograph from the Upper 
Missouri River Breaks National Monu-
ment. It is beautiful. But perhaps the 
oil industry could improve upon the 
view? Bam. Oil rigs in the national 
monument. How much oil would we re-
trieve from the Upper Missouri River 
Breaks? One hour’s worth of our na-
tional consumption. One hour. What 
this amendment says is that one hour 
of our oil use in the United States is 
worth despoiling this pristine view for-
ever. 

Mr. Chairman, we cannot condone 
this wanton disregard of our respon-
sibilities to succeeding generations. 
Our national monuments represent the 
most unique, most irreplaceable, the 
most breathtaking of all of the natural 
wonders in this great land. All we are 
asking is that we meet our energy 
needs outside the boundaries of these 
special treasures, not on top of them. 

Mr. Chairman, I urge the committee 
to adopt the Rahall amendment. First, 
let us make SUVs and air conditioners 
and refrigerators more efficient before 
we tell every succeeding generation of 
Americans that we had no other option 
but to take the national monuments 
and to despoil them for one hour’s 
worth of energy, and to damage them 
permanently. 

Mr. SKEEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
the balance of my time to the gen-
tleman from Idaho (Mr. SIMPSON). 

Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Chairman, after 
listening to the last few speakers, I 
have to tell my colleagues, if rhetoric 
were fast food, Members would have to 
walk through golden arches to enter 
this floor, because I have never heard 
so much rhetoric as I have just heard 
from the gentleman from Massachu-
setts who just spoke. He talks about 
the beauty of these things, and many 
are beautiful. 

But some of them, my colleagues 
ought to come to Idaho and look at the 
expansion of the Craters of the Moon. 
It is a bunch of lava rock. And we are 
still trying to figure out what the im-
minent threat was to the Craters of the 
Moon when they designated it as a na-
tional monument, yet they decided 
they had to do it. It was under no im-
minent threat. That is the reality. 

Mr. Chairman, clearly my colleagues 
on the other side of the aisle are pas-
sionate about national monuments. So 

am I; and so is anybody on this side of 
the aisle. We all love our public lands 
and want to protect them, but look at 
what this amendment does. What this 
amendment does is say that we cannot 
have any preleasing, any leasing, or 
any related activities on a national 
monument as it existed prior to Janu-
ary 20, 2001. 

Now, the gentleman from Oregon 
that spoke said we are not going to 
change any of those things. If Members 
want to change any of those things, 
bring them to the floor. We have done 
that in this Congress. Many of my col-
leagues voted for it because it went by 
suspension. We changed a national 
monument in Idaho to a national pre-
serve, so we do change them occasion-
ally and we need to look at that. 

Mr. Chairman, the reality is the real 
purpose of the Rahall amendment is to 
freeze the dozens of monuments that 
President Clinton declared during the 
waning days of his administration and 
prohibit mineral leasing activities in 
these areas. That is the intent of this 
amendment. This would occur even if 
Congress enacted a law which adjusted 
a boundary to a national monument or 
if President Bush reduced the size of a 
monument by administrative order. 

b 1445 
The effect of the Rahall amendment 

will be to lock up acres of coal, gas, oil 
and other much needed energy re-
sources at a time the United States 
needs these domestic resources to avert 
a further energy crisis. The House of 
Representatives, as I have said, has al-
ready changed one to a national pre-
serve, so the reality is we do look at 
them, we do change them, we do 
change the boundaries. But under cur-
rent law, 30 United States Code section 
181, mineral leasing cannot take place 
on national monuments. If you look at 
most of the national monument des-
ignations that have been made, they 
prevent mineral leasing in the designa-
tion. 

I would bet the gentleman from Or-
egon that spoke earlier about the beau-
ty of the national monument in his 
State if he would look at the designa-
tion would see that it is prevented in 
the designation of that national monu-
ment. So we are not going to go out 
and drill in these areas, Mr. Chairman. 
We should not tie Congress’ hands and 
the President’s hands with this ill-ad-
vised, unnecessary, silly amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, the people on this side 
of the aisle care as much about our 
public lands and our national monu-
ments as they do. That is why we live 
there, because we love the beauty of 
our rivers and mountains and streams. 
That is what we want to preserve. But 
yes, there are legitimate reasons to 
look at our national monuments for 
other purposes. 

Mr. Chairman, I urge my colleagues 
to not adopt this amendment. It is silly 
and unnecessary. 

Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
1 minute to the distinguished gen-
tleman from Colorado (Mr. UDALL). 

Mr. UDALL of Colorado. Mr. Chair-
man, I thank the gentleman for yield-
ing time. As a Rocky Mountain west-
erner, I rise in support of this amend-
ment and I share the sentiments of the 
gentleman from Idaho (Mr. SIMPSON) 
that we do love these lands in the 
West. I have been dismayed, though, to 
some extent to hear my colleagues de-
scribe these lands as sagebrush and 
rolling hills and nothing but black lava 
rock. But as we know, those lands pro-
vide us with solitude and great 
viewscapes, clean air, and clean water. 
They are God’s creation. We should set 
them aside in perpetuity as President 
Clinton had the wisdom to do. 

In our State, rapid population growth 
is putting increased pressure on all our 
Federal lands. We have become aware 
of the need to preserve and protect 
those lands. That is simply what Presi-
dent Clinton has done. But President 
Bush seems to be going the other way. 
In fact, I am tempted to borrow an old 
phrase and suggest that maybe we are 
on the verge of a ‘‘war on the West.’’ 

Unless we restore some balance, this 
energy policy will be a war on wilder-
ness, a war on wildlife, a war on our 
open spaces, and ultimately a war on 
our economy which is dependent now 
on these open spaces and the clean air 
and the clean water. 

This amendment will limit the po-
tential of that potential attack. I hope 
it will be unnecessary. I hope that the 
President will pull back and not open 
our national monuments to drilling, 
but let us be safe rather than sorry. I 
urge support of this important amend-
ment by the gentleman from West Vir-
ginia. 

Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself the balance of my time. 

Secretary Norton has written a series 
of letters to various State and local of-
ficials encouraging reassessments of 
existing national monuments. I would 
like to quote directly from the Sec-
retary’s March 28 letter to the Gov-
ernor of Arizona: 

I would like to hear from you about what 
role these monuments should play in Ari-
zona. Are there boundary adjustments that 
the Department of Interior should consider 
recommending? Are there existing uses in-
side these monuments that we should accom-
modate? 

Mr. Chairman, I think this clearly 
shows that our monuments are under 
threat. The President, on March 13, ad-
ditionally said, and I quote, ‘‘there are 
parts of monuments where we can ex-
plore.’’ 

Vote for this amendment. Protect 
our heritage. Protect our national 
monuments. 

Mr HOLT. Mr. Chairman, I support the 
amendment offered by my colleague from the 
state of West Virginia, Congressman RAHALL, 
to protect National Monuments from energy 

VerDate Aug 04 2004 01:18 Mar 24, 2005 Jkt 089102 PO 00000 Frm 00059 Fmt 0688 Sfmt 9920 E:\BR01\H21JN1.002 H21JN1



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 11437 June 21, 2001 
and mineral development. National monument 
status designation has been used to protect 
some of our most unique and significant nat-
ural and historic areas. In the last 95 years, 
122 national monuments have been des-
ignated through the use of the Antiquities Act. 
Clearly, presidents from the time of Theodore 
Roosevelt have realized the wisdom of pro-
tecting sensitive public lands, already owned 
by the public, from natural resource exploi-
tation. 

The designation of national monuments fol-
lows a serious and deliberate process, includ-
ing extensive study and involvement by the 
public. The process relies heavily on the input 
of local officials and citizens, those who will be 
most directly affected by the designations. Im-
pacts are weighed in light of the benefits that 
will be enjoyed by the American public and the 
fact that a natural resources legacy has been 
created for future generations. 

Some coal, natural gas, and oil does under-
lie a number of our national monument lands. 
However, the significance of these resources 
when compared to our overall energy supply 
was part of the consideration before the 
monument status was bestowed. Ninety-five 
percent of the public land managed by the Bu-
reau of Land Management already is open to 
energy leasing. This amounts to millions of 
acres of federal land. We should be focused 
on doing a better job managing and devel-
oping fuels from the lands already available 
for leasing rather than looking at the remaining 
five percent for further exploitation. 

The high cost of electricity and the rising 
costs of gasoline and home heating oil will not 
be reduced by drilling on national monument 
lands. The amount of energy resources on 
these lands is only a small fraction of what is 
available elsewhere. Our monuments must be 
protected against the forces of commercializa-
tion that would use them to enrich a few at the 
expense of the many by sacrificing our most 
spectacular and prized natural landscapes and 
historical sites. I urge you to join me and sup-
port the Rahall amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from West Virginia (Mr. RA-
HALL). 

The question was taken; and the 
Chairman announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Chairman, I de-
mand a recorded vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to clause 
6 of rule XVIII, further proceedings on 
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from West Virginia (Mr. RA-
HALL) will be postponed. 

Mr. CASTLE. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike the last word for the purpose 
of entering into a very brief colloquy 
with the chairman on a matter of im-
portance to my State. 

As chairman of the House Interior 
appropriations subcommittee, I know 
the gentleman from New Mexico is 
faced with many funding requests and 
faces a difficult task in balancing com-
peting demands. 

As the gentleman may know, Dela-
ware has a rich heritage in the under-
ground railroad. There are 18 under-

ground railroad sites in Delaware, in-
cluding the Governor’s house at 
Woodburn where I lived, the court-
house where abolitionist Thomas Gar-
rett was tried, and numerous other 
sites utilized by the principal under-
ground railroad conductor Harriet Tub-
man. 

Sadly, there is more information 
about Delaware’s role in the under-
ground railroad in the museum shop at 
Ford’s Theater in Washington, D.C. 
than in Delaware’s museums. Delaware 
is rallying to correct this oversight by 
filming a documentary about the un-
derground railroad and sponsoring a 
lecture series at Delaware State Uni-
versity. 

Pursuant to the National Under-
ground Railroad Network to Freedom 
Act of 1998, the Delaware Underground 
Railroad Coalition is seeking $250,000 
to develop a heritage plan to highlight 
Delaware’s role in the underground 
railroad. 

I seek the gentleman’s support in 
working to provide funding for this 
heritage plan as the fiscal year 2002 In-
terior appropriations bill moves for-
ward. 

Mr. SKEEN. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. CASTLE. I yield to the gen-
tleman from New Mexico. 

Mr. SKEEN. It is true the committee 
views funding the National Under-
ground Railroad Network to Freedom 
Act of 1998 as a priority. I pledge to 
work with the gentleman from Dela-
ware as this legislation moves forward 
to accommodate this request if the op-
portunity for additional funding arises. 

Mr. CASTLE. I thank the gentleman 
and I appreciate his support. 

SEQUENTIAL VOTES POSTPONED IN COMMITTEE 
OF THE WHOLE 

The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to clause 
6 of rule XVIII, proceedings will now 
resume on those amendments on which 
further proceedings were postponed in 
the following order: amendment No. 6 
offered by the gentleman from 
Vermont (Mr. SANDERS); amendment 
No. 1 offered by the gentleman from 
Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO); and amendment 
No. 5 offered by the gentleman from 
West Virginia (Mr. RAHALL). 

The Chair will reduce to 5 minutes 
the time for any electronic vote after 
the first vote in this series. 

AMENDMENT NO. 6 OFFERED BY MR. SANDERS 
The CHAIRMAN. The pending busi-

ness is the demand for a recorded vote 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Vermont (Mr. SANDERS) 
on which further proceedings were 
postponed and on which the noes pre-
vailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 
The CHAIRMAN. A recorded vote has 

been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 153, noes 262, 
not voting 17, as follows: 

[Roll No. 178] 

AYES—153 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Andrews 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrett 
Bass 
Becerra 
Bereuter 
Berman 
Berry 
Blagojevich 
Blumenauer 
Boehlert 
Boswell 
Brown (OH) 
Cannon 
Capuano 
Carson (IN) 
Castle 
Conyers 
Crowley 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis, Tom 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
Deutsch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Emerson 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Farr 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Ford 
Frank 
Ganske 
Gephardt 
Gilman 
Green (WI) 
Grucci 
Gutierrez 
Hall (OH) 
Hansen 
Harman 
Hinojosa 
Holt 

Honda 
Hooley 
Hulshof 
Inslee 
Jackson (IL) 
Jefferson 
Johnson (CT) 
Johnson (IL) 
Jones (OH) 
Kelly 
Kennedy (MN) 
Kildee 
Kind (WI) 
King (NY) 
Kleczka 
Kucinich 
LaFalce 
LaHood 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larson (CT) 
Leach 
Lee 
Levin 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Lowey 
Luther 
Markey 
Matsui 
McCarthy (MO) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKinney 
McNulty 
Meehan 
Meeks (NY) 
Menendez 
Millender- 

McDonald 
Miller, George 
Mink 
Moore 
Morella 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Nussle 
Owens 

Pallone 
Pascrell 
Paul 
Payne 
Peterson (MN) 
Petri 
Platts 
Quinn 
Ramstad 
Rangel 
Rivers 
Rodriguez 
Roemer 
Rothman 
Roukema 
Ryan (WI) 
Sanchez 
Sanders 
Sawyer 
Saxton 
Scarborough 
Schakowsky 
Sensenbrenner 
Shays 
Sherwood 
Simmons 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Solis 
Stark 
Sununu 
Sweeney 
Tanner 
Thompson (CA) 
Tierney 
Towns 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Velázquez 
Walsh 
Waters 
Watson (CA) 
Watt (NC) 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Weldon (PA) 
Weller 
Wexler 
Woolsey 
Wu 

NOES—262 

Akin 
Allen 
Armey 
Baca 
Baker 
Baldacci 
Ballenger 
Barcia 
Barr 
Bartlett 
Barton 
Bentsen 
Berkley 
Biggert 
Bilirakis 
Bishop 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonilla 
Bonior 
Bono 
Borski 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Brown (FL) 
Brown (SC) 
Bryant 
Burr 
Burton 
Buyer 
Calvert 

Camp 
Cantor 
Capito 
Capps 
Cardin 
Carson (OK) 
Chabot 
Chambliss 
Clay 
Clayton 
Clement 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Collins 
Combest 
Condit 
Cooksey 
Costello 
Coyne 
Crane 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Cunningham 
Davis (FL) 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Deal 
DeLauro 
DeLay 
DeMint 
Diaz-Balart 
Dicks 
Dooley 
Doolittle 

Doyle 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Dunn 
Edwards 
Ehlers 
Ehrlich 
English 
Evans 
Fattah 
Flake 
Fletcher 
Foley 
Fossella 
Frelinghuysen 
Frost 
Gallegly 
Gekas 
Gibbons 
Gilchrest 
Gillmor 
Gonzalez 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Gordon 
Goss 
Graham 
Granger 
Graves 
Green (TX) 
Greenwood 
Gutknecht 
Hall (TX) 
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Hart 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Hayworth 
Hefley 
Hill 
Hilleary 
Hilliard 
Hinchey 
Hobson 
Hoeffel 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Horn 
Hostettler 
Hoyer 
Hunter 
Hutchinson 
Hyde 
Isakson 
Issa 
Istook 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jenkins 
John 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones (NC) 
Kanjorski 
Keller 
Kennedy (RI) 
Kerns 
Kilpatrick 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Knollenberg 
Kolbe 
Lampson 
Largent 
Larsen (WA) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lofgren 
Lucas (KY) 
Lucas (OK) 
Maloney (CT) 
Maloney (NY) 
Manzullo 
Mascara 
Matheson 

McCrery 
McKeon 
Meek (FL) 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller, Gary 
Mollohan 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murtha 
Myrick 
Nethercutt 
Ney 
Northup 
Norwood 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Osborne 
Ose 
Otter 
Oxley 
Pastor 
Pelosi 
Pence 
Peterson (PA) 
Phelps 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Pombo 
Pomeroy 
Portman 
Price (NC) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Rahall 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reyes 
Reynolds 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ryun (KS) 
Sabo 
Sandlin 
Schaffer 
Schiff 
Schrock 

Scott 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shaw 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shows 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Skeen 
Skelton 
Smith (MI) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Souder 
Spence 
Spratt 
Stearns 
Stenholm 
Strickland 
Stump 
Stupak 
Tancredo 
Tauscher 
Tauzin 
Taylor (MS) 
Taylor (NC) 
Terry 
Thomas 
Thompson (MS) 
Thornberry 
Thune 
Thurman 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Toomey 
Traficant 
Turner 
Upton 
Visclosky 
Vitter 
Walden 
Wamp 
Watkins (OK) 
Watts (OK) 
Weldon (FL) 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson 
Wolf 
Wynn 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—17 

Aderholt 
Bachus 
Callahan 
Cox 
Cramer 
Cubin 

Everett 
Herger 
Houghton 
Israel 
Kaptur 
Lewis (GA) 

McInnis 
Neal 
Riley 
Rush 
Serrano 

b 1514 

Mr. CALVERT, Mrs. MEEK of Flor-
ida, Mr. HASTINGS of Florida, Ms. 
GRANGER and Mrs. TAUSCHER 
changed their vote from ‘‘aye’’ to ‘‘no.’’ 

Messrs. QUINN, SHAYS, HONDA, 
BERRY, KING, ROTHMAN, WELDON 
of Pennsylvania, Mrs. MINK of Hawaii, 
Ms. HOOLEY of Oregon and Ms. 
MILLENDER-MCDONALD changed 
their vote from ‘‘no’’ to ‘‘aye.’’ 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE CHAIRMAN 

The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to clause 
6 of rule XVIII, the Chair announces 
that he will reduce to a minimum of 5 
minutes the period of time within 
which a vote by electronic device will 
be taken on each amendment on which 
the Chair has postponed further pro-
ceedings. 

AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MR. DEFAZIO 

The CHAIRMAN. The pending busi-
ness is the demand for a recorded vote 
on amendment No. 1 offered by the gen-
tleman from Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO) on 
which further proceedings were post-
poned and on which the noes prevailed 
by a voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The CHAIRMAN. A recorded vote has 
been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The CHAIRMAN. This will be a 5- 

minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 129, noes 287, 
not voting 16, as follows: 

[Roll No. 179] 

AYES—129 

Ackerman 
Allen 
Baldacci 
Barcia 
Bass 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Blagojevich 
Blumenauer 
Bono 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Brady (PA) 
Capps 
Capuano 
Carson (IN) 
Carson (OK) 
Chabot 
Clay 
Clayton 
Conyers 
Coyne 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Deutsch 
Doggett 
Doolittle 
Dreier 
Emerson 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Evans 
Farr 
Fattah 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Flake 
Gallegly 
Gephardt 
Graves 

Gutierrez 
Hall (OH) 
Hall (TX) 
Hayworth 
Herger 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hulshof 
Hunter 
Inslee 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson (IL) 
Jones (NC) 
Jones (OH) 
Kildee 
Kucinich 
LaFalce 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Lee 
Lewis (CA) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Luther 
Maloney (NY) 
Manzullo 
Markey 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McKinney 
McNulty 
Meeks (NY) 
Menendez 
Mink 
Moran (KS) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 

Ney 
Owens 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Paul 
Payne 
Peterson (MN) 
Rahall 
Ramstad 
Rangel 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Sanders 
Saxton 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Sherman 
Shows 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Solis 
Stark 
Strickland 
Stump 
Sununu 
Tancredo 
Taylor (MS) 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Towns 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Velázquez 
Walden 
Waters 
Watt (NC) 
Wexler 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 

NOES—287 

Abercrombie 
Akin 
Andrews 
Armey 
Baca 
Baird 
Baker 
Baldwin 
Ballenger 
Barr 
Barrett 
Bartlett 
Barton 
Bentsen 
Bereuter 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilirakis 

Bishop 
Blunt 
Boehlert 
Boehner 
Bonilla 
Bonior 
Borski 
Boyd 
Brady (TX) 
Brown (FL) 
Brown (OH) 
Brown (SC) 
Bryant 
Burr 
Burton 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp 
Cannon 

Cantor 
Capito 
Cardin 
Castle 
Chambliss 
Clement 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Collins 
Combest 
Condit 
Cooksey 
Costello 
Crane 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Culberson 
Cunningham 
Davis (FL) 

Davis, Jo Ann 
Davis, Tom 
Deal 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
DeLay 
DeMint 
Diaz-Balart 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Dooley 
Doyle 
Duncan 
Dunn 
Edwards 
Ehlers 
Ehrlich 
English 
Fletcher 
Foley 
Ford 
Fossella 
Frank 
Frelinghuysen 
Frost 
Ganske 
Gekas 
Gibbons 
Gilchrest 
Gillmor 
Gilman 
Gonzalez 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Gordon 
Goss 
Graham 
Granger 
Green (TX) 
Green (WI) 
Greenwood 
Grucci 
Gutknecht 
Hansen 
Harman 
Hart 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Hefley 
Hilleary 
Hilliard 
Hinojosa 
Hobson 
Hoeffel 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Horn 
Hostettler 
Hoyer 
Hutchinson 
Hyde 
Isakson 
Issa 
Istook 
Jenkins 
John 
Johnson (CT) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Kanjorski 
Keller 
Kelly 
Kennedy (MN) 
Kennedy (RI) 
Kerns 
Kilpatrick 

Kind (WI) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kleczka 
Knollenberg 
Kolbe 
LaHood 
Lampson 
Lantos 
Largent 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Leach 
Levin 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lofgren 
Lowey 
Lucas (KY) 
Lucas (OK) 
Maloney (CT) 
Mascara 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (MO) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCrery 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
Meehan 
Meek (FL) 
Mica 
Millender- 

McDonald 
Miller (FL) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Mollohan 
Moore 
Moran (VA) 
Morella 
Murtha 
Myrick 
Nethercutt 
Northup 
Norwood 
Nussle 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Osborne 
Ose 
Otter 
Oxley 
Pastor 
Pelosi 
Pence 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Phelps 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Pombo 
Pomeroy 
Portman 
Price (NC) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Quinn 
Radanovich 
Regula 
Rehberg 

Reyes 
Reynolds 
Rivers 
Rodriguez 
Roemer 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 
Roukema 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Ryun (KS) 
Sabo 
Sanchez 
Sandlin 
Sawyer 
Scarborough 
Schaffer 
Schrock 
Scott 
Sensenbrenner 
Shaw 
Shays 
Sherwood 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simmons 
Simpson 
Skeen 
Skelton 
Smith (MI) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Souder 
Spence 
Spratt 
Stearns 
Stenholm 
Stupak 
Sweeney 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Tauzin 
Taylor (NC) 
Thomas 
Thompson (MS) 
Thornberry 
Thune 
Thurman 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Toomey 
Traficant 
Turner 
Upton 
Visclosky 
Vitter 
Walsh 
Wamp 
Watkins (OK) 
Watson (CA) 
Watts (OK) 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Weldon (FL) 
Weldon (PA) 
Weller 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson 
Wolf 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—16 

Aderholt 
Bachus 
Callahan 
Cox 
Cramer 
Cubin 

Everett 
Houghton 
Israel 
Kaptur 
Lewis (GA) 
McInnis 

Neal 
Riley 
Rush 
Serrano 

b 1523 
So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
AMENDMENT NO. 5 OFFERED BY MR. RAHALL 
The CHAIRMAN. The pending busi-

ness is the demand for a recorded vote 
on Amendment No. 5 offered by the 
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gentleman from West Virginia (Mr. RA-
HALL) on which further proceedings 
were postponed, and on which the noes 
prevailed by a voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The CHAIRMAN. A recorded vote has 
been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The CHAIRMAN. This will be a 5- 

minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 242, noes 173, 
not voting 17, as follows: 

[Roll No. 180] 

AYES—242 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Allen 
Andrews 
Baca 
Baird 
Baldacci 
Baldwin 
Barcia 
Barrett 
Bartlett 
Bass 
Bentsen 
Berkley 
Berman 
Bilirakis 
Bishop 
Blagojevich 
Blumenauer 
Boehlert 
Bonior 
Borski 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Brown (FL) 
Brown (OH) 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardin 
Carson (IN) 
Carson (OK) 
Castle 
Clay 
Clayton 
Clement 
Clyburn 
Condit 
Conyers 
Costello 
Coyne 
Crowley 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (FL) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis, Jo Ann 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Deutsch 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Dooley 
Doyle 
Edwards 
Ehlers 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Evans 
Farr 
Fattah 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Ford 

Fossella 
Frank 
Frelinghuysen 
Frost 
Ganske 
Gephardt 
Gillmor 
Gilman 
Gonzalez 
Gordon 
Green (TX) 
Greenwood 
Grucci 
Gutierrez 
Hall (OH) 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Hill 
Hilliard 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hoeffel 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Horn 
Hoyer 
Hyde 
Inslee 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson (CT) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (OH) 
Kanjorski 
Kelly 
Kennedy (MN) 
Kennedy (RI) 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind (WI) 
King (NY) 
Kirk 
Kleczka 
Kucinich 
LaFalce 
LaHood 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
Leach 
Lee 
Levin 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Lofgren 
Lowey 
Lucas (KY) 
Luther 
Maloney (CT) 
Maloney (NY) 
Markey 
Mascara 

Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (MO) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKinney 
McNulty 
Meehan 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Menendez 
Millender- 

McDonald 
Miller, George 
Mink 
Mollohan 
Moore 
Moran (VA) 
Morella 
Murtha 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Ney 
Northup 
Nussle 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Owens 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Peterson (MN) 
Petri 
Phelps 
Pomeroy 
Price (NC) 
Pryce (OH) 
Quinn 
Rahall 
Ramstad 
Rangel 
Reyes 
Rivers 
Rodriguez 
Roemer 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roukema 
Roybal-Allard 
Sabo 
Sanchez 
Sanders 
Sandlin 
Sawyer 
Saxton 
Scarborough 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Scott 
Shays 
Sherman 
Simmons 

Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Spratt 
Stark 
Strickland 
Stupak 
Sununu 
Tauscher 

Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thurman 
Tierney 
Towns 
Turner 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Upton 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walsh 

Waters 
Watson (CA) 
Watt (NC) 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Weldon (PA) 
Wexler 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 

NOES—173 

Akin 
Armey 
Baker 
Ballenger 
Barr 
Barton 
Bereuter 
Berry 
Biggert 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonilla 
Bono 
Brady (TX) 
Brown (SC) 
Bryant 
Burr 
Burton 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Chabot 
Chambliss 
Coble 
Collins 
Combest 
Cooksey 
Crane 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Cunningham 
Davis, Tom 
Deal 
DeLay 
DeMint 
Diaz-Balart 
Doolittle 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Dunn 
Ehrlich 
Emerson 
English 
Flake 
Fletcher 
Foley 
Gallegly 
Gekas 
Gibbons 
Gilchrest 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Goss 
Graham 
Granger 
Graves 

Green (WI) 
Gutknecht 
Hall (TX) 
Hansen 
Hart 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Hayworth 
Hefley 
Herger 
Hilleary 
Hobson 
Hoekstra 
Hostettler 
Hulshof 
Hunter 
Hutchinson 
Isakson 
Issa 
Istook 
Jenkins 
John 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones (NC) 
Keller 
Kerns 
Kingston 
Knollenberg 
Kolbe 
Largent 
LaTourette 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lucas (OK) 
Manzullo 
McCrery 
McKeon 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller, Gary 
Moran (KS) 
Myrick 
Nethercutt 
Norwood 
Osborne 
Ose 
Otter 
Oxley 
Paul 
Pence 
Peterson (PA) 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Pombo 
Portman 
Putnam 

Radanovich 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reynolds 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Ryun (KS) 
Schaffer 
Schrock 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shaw 
Sherwood 
Shimkus 
Shows 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Skeen 
Smith (MI) 
Smith (TX) 
Souder 
Spence 
Stearns 
Stenholm 
Stump 
Sweeney 
Tancredo 
Tanner 
Tauzin 
Taylor (MS) 
Taylor (NC) 
Terry 
Thomas 
Thornberry 
Thune 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Toomey 
Traficant 
Vitter 
Walden 
Wamp 
Watkins (OK) 
Watts (OK) 
Weldon (FL) 
Weller 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson 
Wolf 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—17 

Aderholt 
Bachus 
Becerra 
Callahan 
Cox 
Cramer 

Cubin 
Everett 
Houghton 
Israel 
Kaptur 
Lewis (GA) 

McInnis 
Neal 
Riley 
Rush 
Serrano 

b 1532 

So the amendment was agreed to. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 

b 1530 

Mrs. MINK of Hawaii. Mr. Chairman, 
I move to strike the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, I would like to enter 
into a colloquy with the chairman of 
the subcommittee and with the rank-
ing member with respect to what I be-

lieve to be an oversight in this legisla-
tion. 

Years ago, in 1986, the Compact of 
Free Association was entered into be-
tween various entities in Micronesia, 
the Marshall Islands, and with Palau. 
It provided citizens of the Freely Asso-
ciated States certain rights and privi-
leges. One of the rights and privileges 
was free access to the United States. 
The 1986 Compact allowed citizens of 
the Free Associated States from the 
Marshalls, Micronesia, Palau and other 
places, unrestricted entry into the 
United States and access to residence, 
education, employment and all of the 
various services. Hawaii was always a 
major destination for these migrants. 

Congress provided, in the legislation 
at that time, that beginning from Sep-
tember 30, 1985, such sums as may be 
necessary to cover the costs incurred 
by the State of Hawaii, the Territories 
of Guam and American Samoa result-
ing from the increased demand; the 
problem was the increased entry from 
these entities into Hawaii and Guam 
that has caused very serious additional 
expenses upon my State and Guam spe-
cifically. The costs to Hawaii since 1986 
exceeds $64 million, $10 million just in 
the year 2000. Many of the Compact mi-
grants who come to Hawaii have sig-
nificant health problems, including 
Hansen’s Disease, hepatitis, tuber-
culosis and so forth, and they increase 
the costs of my State. 

The intent of Congress and the legis-
lation was to compensate the State of 
Hawaii and Guam and others for these 
additional expenses. So we had hoped 
that the committee would take this 
into consideration. All of us from the 
State of Hawaii and from Guam wrote 
the committee. 

My purpose in raising this issue 
today, because this was not covered in 
the legislation, is to ask the chairman 
and the ranking member if they would 
comment on the reasons for noninclu-
sion. Is there a legal restriction from 
being able to qualify for the monies 
that were intended to come to our 
State? But since the very beginning, in 
1986, we have not been considered at all 
for compensation under this legisla-
tion. I would hope that I might get a 
very encouraging response from either 
the ranking member or the chairman 
of this committee. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. KINGSTON). 

Mr. KINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, I 
thank the gentlewoman for yielding, 
and let me just say this. We appreciate 
the gentlewoman’s concern on it, and 
we will see if there is anything, but it 
is a question of funding and just a lim-
ited bill and lots of choices. But we are 
early in the process and the gentle-
woman is showing a lot of concern, and 
we will just have to see. I am sorry I 
cannot be more specific. 

Mrs. MINK of Hawaii. Mr. Chairman, 
I yield to the gentleman from Wash-
ington (Mr. DICKS). 
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Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I appre-

ciate the gentlewoman’s hard work on 
this issue. I know this is a major con-
cern. I want to work with the gentle-
woman on this, and hopefully we can 
have a meeting before the conference 
and go through the details of this and 
try to work with our friends in the 
other body who now are chairmen of 
major committees that might be able 
to help us find some solutions to this. 

Mrs. MINK of Hawaii. Mr. Chairman, 
I thank the gentleman for his words of 
encouragement. There is every indica-
tion that the Senate will comply with 
this request, and I am hopeful that the 
conferees from this body will agree to 
those additions to the legislation. 

The CHAIRMAN. Are there further 
amendments to the bill? 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. DAVIS OF 
FLORIDA 

Mr. DAVIS of Florida. Mr. Chairman, 
I offer an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. DAVIS of Flor-

ida: 
On page 131 after line 4 insert the following 

new section: 
SEC. .None of the funds in this Act may be 

used to execute a final lease agreement for 
oil or gas development in the area of the 
Gulf of Mexico known as Lease Sale 181 prior 
to April 1, 2002. 

The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to the 
order of the Committee of today, the 
gentleman from Florida (Mr. DAVIS) 
and a Member opposed each will con-
trol 15 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Florida (Mr. DAVIS). 

Mr. DAVIS of Florida. Mr. Chairman, 
I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

I am offering this amendment today 
with the gentleman from Florida (Mr. 
SCARBOROUGH). The effect of the 
amendment, which has been read in its 
entirety, is to prohibit the Secretary of 
Interior from signing any new leases 
off the coast of Florida that would 
allow oil and gas drilling to proceed for 
the first 6 months of the next fiscal 
year. 

The reason the amendment is nec-
essary is because the Interior Sec-
retary has expressed her intention to 
continue with a process which could 
well result in the issuance of oil and 
gas leases within 30 miles of Pensacola, 
with some of the most pristine beaches, 
not just in the State of Florida, but I 
would submit in the United States and 
the world, and 200 miles off the coast of 
the Tampa Bay area, my home. 

I remember as a small child what 
happened when the last oil spill oc-
curred in Tampa Bay. It took us years 
to recover from that. We in Florida do 
not want to see that happen again. 
This amendment will assure that what 
occurred in Tampa Bay some years ago 
and, unfortunately, has happened in 
other parts of the United States, does 
not happen to our precious coastline. 

Our coastline is not just something 
that is precious to Floridians, because 

we cherish our environment and it is 
integral to our economy. This is truly 
a national treasure. I would urge all of 
my colleagues, Democrats and Repub-
licans, to think about where their con-
stituents are headed this summer. 
They are headed south. They are head-
ed to our beaches, because they are 
beautiful beaches. We want to protect 
those beaches. 

We are against quick fixes to solve 
our energy problems. We do not want 
to see oil drilling right off the coast of 
Florida at the expense of Floridians. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. SKEEN. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
opposition to the amendment, and I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Chairman, this sale was included 
in the Mineral Management Service’s 
5-year plan, and the Congress has voted 
specifically to exclude sale 181 from the 
current leasing moratorium for the 
past 6 years. More importantly, it is 
necessary that the sale of 181 may hold 
as much as 7.8 trillion cubic feet of nat-
ural gas. This is enough natural gas to 
supply 4.6 million households for 20 
years. This sale represents one of the 
Nation’s best short-term hopes for in-
creasing much-needed natural gas sup-
plies. 

Energy issues have dominated the de-
bate lately, especially as they relate to 
both prices and supply of energy fuels. 
This amendment sends the wrong mes-
sage. It says, regardless of the energy 
situation, we are going to place certain 
lands off limits. We cannot continue to 
lock up the Nation’s energy resources 
and then expect to let our energy prob-
lems simply solve themselves. That is 
why we ask for our colleagues’ support 
in opposing this amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. DAVIS of Florida. Mr. Chairman, 
I yield 2 minutes to the gentleman 
from Florida (Mr. SCARBOROUGH), the 
cosponsor of this amendment, 

Mr. SCARBOROUGH. Mr. Chairman, 
I thank the gentleman from Florida, 
and I would like to stand beside him 
and other Members from Florida and 
across the country who support the 
Davis-Scarborough amendment. 

As the gentleman from Florida said, 
we do have some of the most pristine 
beaches, not only in Florida or the 
United States, but, in fact, they are 
recognized as some of the most pristine 
beaches across the world, and are con-
sistently rated at the top of every list 
that comes out. Yet, lease sale 181 
would allow drilling and exploration 
less than 20 miles off of our shores. 

We certainly do welcome tourists 
from across the country, across the 
world, and I disagree that this amend-
ment sends the wrong message. I think 
it sends the right message. It recog-
nizes that the people of the State of 
Florida, the Republicans and Demo-

crats alike, the Republican Governor 
Jeb Bush, and all of us oppose oil and 
gas exploration less than 20 miles off 
the shore. 

I applaud the gentleman from Florida 
(Mr. YOUNG) and the gentleman from 
Florida (Mr. GOSS) and other people 
that have led on this issue year in and 
year out. It is important to remember 
that this amendment will simply pro-
hibit the Minerals Management Serv-
ice from finalizing the lease sale on 
area 181, which is less than 17 miles off 
the coast of my district. 

The gentleman from Florida (Mr. 
YOUNG) once again spearheaded the 
amendment that has kept Florida’s wa-
ters rig-free for the past decade. This 
amendment builds on the chairman’s 
language to include the 181 lease sale, 
and I commend the gentleman from 
Florida (Mr. GOSS) and the gentleman 
from Florida (Mr. DAVIS) and several 
others for supporting it. It is impor-
tant. It is important not only to north-
west Florida, it is important to the 
State and it is important that the 
country recognize, recognize the de-
sires of the people of the State of Flor-
ida. In my home district, we do not 
want exploration less than 20 miles off 
of our shores. 

Mr. SKEEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 3 
minutes to the gentleman from Mis-
sissippi (Mr. WICKER) a member of the 
committee. 

b 1545 

Mr. WICKER. Mr. Chairman, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding time to me. 

I have a map which I think will be 
helpful to our colleagues. Mr. Chair-
man, I rise in strong opposition to the 
amendment offered by my friend, the 
gentleman from Florida, and supported 
by many of my friends from Florida. 

I would think that we would realize 
we are now in an energy crisis in the 
United States of America. We are in-
creasingly dependent on foreign 
sources of oil, but the one product in 
abundance we have here in the United 
States in North America is natural gas. 
That is what we are talking about pri-
marily here, natural gas in lease sale 
181. 

This amendment would cripple one of 
the largest sources of natural gas we 
have in North America. As the chair-
man said, it is $7.8 trillion cubic feet of 
natural gas. My friend, the gentleman 
from Florida, when he introduced this 
amendment, said we do not need a 
quick fix in this area. My goodness gra-
cious, this has been under review for 5 
years, Mr. Chairman, an exhaustive re-
view process. It began in 1996. For 5 
years, sale 181 has been subjected to 
careful review and study to ensure all 
concerns are addressed. 

In fact, then Governor Lawton Chiles 
expressed his appreciation to the De-
partment of the Interior for recog-
nizing his request to exclude any tracts 
within 100 miles of the Florida coast. 
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What are we talking about here? If 

my friends can look at the map, and 
those on the other side, I would appre-
ciate it if they would come over here, 
we are talking about an area here that 
is 213 miles from Tampa, 108 miles from 
the coastline near Panama City. This 
little part that goes up near Pensacola, 
that is Alabama territory. Alabama 
gets to make the choice there. That is 
why it comes so close to Pensacola, be-
cause it is Alabama offshore territory. 

It is true that the previous adminis-
tration called for a moratorium on the 
exploration and drilling in the eastern 
Gulf of Members, but not for lease sale 
181, not even the previous administra-
tion. Even this Congress took action to 
impose a moratorium on drilling in the 
eastern Gulf, except for lease area 181. 

The last administration and this 
Congress have both recognized the crit-
ical importance of lease sale 181 in 
meeting our natural gas demand. I re-
peat, we are talking about 7.8 trillion 
cubic feet of sale of natural gas, one of 
the cleanest types of energy we could 
produce, during the time of an energy 
crisis. 

With production declining over here 
in the western area and in the central 
area of the Gulf of Mexico, this part of 
the eastern section, just sale 181, hun-
dreds of miles out in the Gulf of Mex-
ico, is crucial to meeting our national 
energy needs. The sale of 181 is critical 
to that effort. 

Mr. Chairman, with the current en-
ergy crisis, you would think our politi-
cians might have learned their lesson 
about restricting the production of 
needed and environmentally-friendly 
energy sources. 

I urge the defeat of this amendment. 
This may be one of the most important 
votes we take this summer. 

Mr. DAVIS of Florida. Mr. Chairman, 
I yield 45 seconds to the gentleman 
from Florida (Mr. SCARBOROUGH). 

Mr. SCARBOROUGH. Mr. Chairman, 
I thank the gentleman for yielding 
time to me. 

The gentleman from Mississippi is 
correct, it may be a couple hundreds 
miles away from Tampa, but it is only 
about 15 miles away from the beaches 
of northwest Florida, where the gen-
tleman from Mississippi and his family 
come to vacation every summer. 

Mr. DAVIS of Florida. Mr. Chairman, 
I yield 3 minutes to the gentlewoman 
from Florida (Mrs. THURMAN). 

Mrs. THURMAN. Mr. Chairman, I 
thank the gentleman for yielding time 
to me. 

I thank the gentleman for bringing 
this issue to the forefront, and for his 
continued efforts on behalf of Florida. 

I would say to the gentleman from 
Mississippi, 181, it does not matter, it 
could be down in the Keys next, it 
could be someplace near Tampa. It is 
just the fact and idea that we do not 
want this open at all in Florida. I 
would say to the gentleman that this 

amendment is about Floridians and 
their wants; or, in this case, what they 
do not want. They do not want drilling 
off the coast of Florida. 

Governor Jeb Bush has said that he, 
and I would say that 94 percent of the 
people who have contacted me from the 
nature coast, oppose further oil and gas 
drilling off the coast of Florida. Flor-
ida’s economy and general welfare de-
pend on a healthy marine environment, 
including clean beaches. An offshore 
accident of any size seriously threatens 
not only our shoreline, but it also will 
hurt our seafood and fishing beds. 
Clearly we must do all we can to pro-
tect Florida’s sensitive seacoast. 

What Floridians do want, though, 
what I have advocated, and so have 
many others on this floor, is a prudent, 
responsible energy policy that includes 
safe, clean supplies and reduced de-
mand through conservation and energy 
efficiency. 

Up to now, we have done too little in 
these areas. Renewable resources, such 
as solar and wind, I have to tell the 
Members, these energies could be pro-
viding energy today if we would just 
use the technology. We could be well 
down the road to a sensible energy pol-
icy if the majority had only considered 
in 1999 or 2000 the energy tax credit bill 
that my Democratic colleagues and I 
supported. 

Instead of funding and using sources 
we now have, we again are debating 
issues that should have been settled by 
now. Years ago Congress first imposed 
the moratorium on expanded drilling in 
the Gulf. The past administration ac-
cepted the ban on drilling. The current 
administration does not. 

If the administration forgets about 
oil drilling near Florida and if Congress 
would restore Bush budget cuts for en-
ergy efficiency and renewable energy 
programs, we can move forward to an 
energy policy that serves all Ameri-
cans and does not include drilling off 
the coast of Florida. I support the 
Davis amendment. 

Mr. SKEEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
21⁄2 minutes to the distinguished gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. DELAY). 

Mr. DELAY. Mr. Chairman, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding time to me. 

Mr. Chairman, in these times this 
amendment makes no sense, and it is 
the height of irresponsibility. This 
lease is not off the coast of Florida, it 
is in the Gulf of Mexico. It is off the 
coast of Louisiana and Mississippi. 
This amendment makes about as much 
sense as shutting down all exploration 
in the Gulf of Mexico. It weakens our 
energy security. 

Our long-term energy security, par-
ticularly at this time, requires us to 
seek out new sources of oil and natural 
gas. America is growing increasingly 
dependent on foreign sources of oil. 
That trend endangers our national se-
curity. When the proportion of oil we 
import from a volatile region rises, av-

erage Americans grow more vulnerable 
to supply interruptions and inter-
national conflicts. 

When we have an opportunity to re-
verse this trend, we need to seize upon 
it. We need to take responsible steps to 
decrease our dependence on foreign 
sources, and when we discover a prom-
ising domestic reserve of natural gas 
and oil, we need to move forward by 
opening that area to safe exploration. 

Lease sale 181 has the potential to 
play a very important role in strength-
ening our energy security. It could 
hold trillions of cubic feet of natural 
gas and billions of barrels of oil. Nat-
ural gas and oil produced at home low-
ers the sway that potentially hostile 
foreign leaders would hold over average 
Americans. 

Recently we have seen fluctuations 
in the price of natural gas because sup-
plies have run short. This clean-burn-
ing fuel is becoming an increasingly 
important source of energy. Each addi-
tional source adds to the supply and 
can offset new demand for natural gas. 
Lease sale 181 can make natural gas 
prices lower and more stable. 

Now, some Members oppose explo-
ration in this area because they are 
concerned about environmental risks. 
That is a radical notion, because what 
we think is a reasonable and under-
standable concern is not a concern at 
all. We do not face an either/or propo-
sition. Lease sale 181 can be explored 
safely. Today advances in technology 
let drilling platforms probe much larg-
er areas. Sophisticated new drilling de-
vices provide multiple protections 
against oil spills. 

We can add these resources to our en-
ergy supply without compromising en-
vironmental standards. I say to the 
gentlewoman from Florida, the best 
fishing in the world is around these 
platforms, if the gentlewoman has ever 
taken the time to visit one. Over the 
past 20 years, oil exploration firms op-
erating in the Gulf have built a solid 
track record of environmental steward-
ship. 

Defeat this amendment. 
Mr. DAVIS of Florida. Mr. Chairman, 

I yield 1 minute to the gentleman from 
Ohio (Mr. KUCINICH). 

Mr. KUCINICH. Mr. Chairman, I 
thank the gentleman for yielding time 
to me. 

Mr. Chairman, I would say respect-
fully to my dear friend, the gentleman 
from Texas, that perhaps the people of 
Florida would much rather have artifi-
cial reefs around which their fishing 
can be improved instead of oil plat-
forms. 

In addition to that, while we might 
say that it is radical to protect our en-
vironment, perhaps more and more 
Americans are becoming radical be-
cause, to look at the polls in this coun-
try, the American people strongly de-
fend their environment. I do not think 
the American people want drilling off 
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the coast of one of the most pristine 
areas in this country, because it be-
longs not only to Florida, it belongs to 
the people of my State in Ohio, it be-
longs to the people all over this coun-
try. 

There are people who want to drill in 
the Great Lakes, which represent 20 
percent of the fresh water supply of 
America. When do we stop trying to 
trade the treasure of this Nation to in-
dustries which are gouging the public, 
which are raising prices to unconscion-
able levels, which are withholding sup-
plies? 

We are going to put our trust in the 
gas and oil industry and forfeit our 
natural treasures? I think not. Support 
Scarborough-Davis. 

Mr. SKEEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Lou-
isiana (Mr. TAUZIN). 

Mr. TAUZIN. Mr. Chairman, I thank 
the chairman for yielding time to me. 

Mr. Chairman, section 181 is located 
64 miles from my district. It is much 
closer to my district in Louisiana, and 
much closer, by the way, to Alabama 
and Mississippi than it is to Florida. 
That is point number one. 

Point number two, right adjacent to 
section 181 BP just discovered 1.5 bil-
lion barrels of oil. There are huge re-
serves there, 7.8 trillion feet of natural 
gas probably in section 181. Section 181 
is under a 5-year plan approved by 
President Clinton in his executive 
order 98, signed off by Florida and the 
other States of the area, that in fact 
respects the rights of Florida not to 
have drilling within 100 miles of its 
coast. 

Section 181 can help us through a ter-
rible crisis we are about to face. It is 
not moratorium, it is in the 5-year 
leasing plan, and it needs to be devel-
oped. 

Ninety-two percent of the new elec-
tric power plants that are planned to 
be built in this country are being 
planned to be built with natural gas. 
Yet, we produce 14 percent less natural 
gas in this country than we did in 1973. 

Section 181 is critical. It has, on best 
estimates, 7.8 trillion cubic feet of nat-
ural gas available for this country. We 
are not going to drill it? We are not 
talking about moratoriumed areas, we 
are not talking about monuments, we 
are talking about an area in the Gulf of 
Mexico right next to an area in Lou-
isiana that is currently being drilled, 
currently being processed, for oil and 
gas for our country. It is an area rich 
in oil and gas for a nation that des-
perately need natural gas. 

Seven out of twelve fertilizer plants 
in Louisiana were shut down this year 
because we could not afford the natural 
gas to process fertilizer for the rest of 
this country. Do Members want to see 
more problems? Shut down section 181 
and we will begin to shut down Amer-
ica’s farm belt. We will begin to shut 
down clean power for America. We lit-

erally predict a crisis that will come 
true. 

Defeat this amendment for the good 
of the country. 

Mr. DAVIS of Florida. Mr. Chairman, 
I yield 1 minute to the gentleman from 
Orlando, Florida (Mr. KELLER). 

Mr. KELLER. Mr. Chairman, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding time to me. 

I rise today in strong support of the 
Davis amendment. We need oil rigs off 
the Florida beaches about as much as 
we need crackhouses next to our 
churches. 

Florida is home to this Nation’s fin-
est beaches. We have a tourism-based 
economy. The last thing we need is oil 
drilling 17 miles off the shores of our 
Pensacola beaches in north Florida. 

I represented the world’s number one 
vacation destination. I get to meet 
thousands of tourists every year. I 
have never yet heard a child to me say, 
‘‘I want to see Mickey Mouse, Shamu, 
and wouldn’t it be great to see a couple 
oil rigs off the beaches?″ 

Reasonable people surely can differ 
on this issue. It genuinely is a risk- 
versus-benefits analysis, but in the 
case of Florida, in light of our econ-
omy, the risks outweigh the benefits. 

b 1600 

To the extent we need more energy 
supply, and we do, let us start with 
places that actually want the oil 
drillings and not the Florida beaches. 

Mr. SKEEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
11⁄2 minutes to the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. GREEN). 

Mr. GREEN of Texas. Mr. Chairman, 
I thank the gentleman from New Mex-
ico (Mr. SKEEN), the chairman of the 
Subcommittee of the Interior, for 
yielding me the time. 

I am proud to follow some of my col-
leagues. As a country, we cannot enjoy 
a growing and cleaner economy with-
out more domestic production of nat-
ural gas. It is clear that our Nation’s 
demand for natural gas is growing sig-
nificantly. 

If our Nation is to meet its growing 
demand, then we have to have access to 
gas-prone areas like Sale 181, which is 
really closer to other States than it is 
to Florida. 

We cannot set aside Florida. I wonder 
about my colleagues who want to have 
a vacation destination. People will not 
be able to drive there to enjoy Mickey 
Mouse unless we have production do-
mestically. 

We cannot have it both ways. We 
cannot demand lower energy prices and 
continued reliability and at the same 
time discourage domestic production. 
Exploration and production of domes-
tic energy sources are keys to staying 
in front of our energy needs. 

Sure, we need to conserve. Sure, we 
need to have alternatives, but con-
servation and alternatives will not sat-
isfy the demands of the American peo-
ple. We have to have production, par-

ticularly from natural gas, to fuel all 
of these cleaner-burning power plants 
that are on the drawing boards and ac-
tually being built. 

Mr. Chairman, Sale 181 actually dur-
ing the last administration was left out 
of President Clinton’s executive order 
in 1998 because it was agreed to by all 
the States, including Florida. In fact, 
the sale was specifically excluded from 
the current leasing moratorium lan-
guage. 

Key stakeholders including Alabama, 
Florida and the Department of Defense 
were consulted on the 5-year plan. The 
sale of the area was drawn to ensure it 
was consistent with Florida’s request 
for no oil and gas activities within 100 
miles, but what we are talking about is 
within the Alabama border, and that is 
why we need this production. 

Mr. DAVIS of Florida. Mr. Chairman, 
I yield 11⁄2 minutes to the gentlewoman 
from Miami, Florida (Mrs. MEEK). 

Mrs. MEEK of Florida. Mr. Chair-
man, when are people going to get it in 
their minds that the people of Florida 
do not want oil and gas drilling in the 
sea bed of the Gulf of Mexico? It does 
not take a Ph.D. to figure that out. It 
is simple. Why is it my colleagues can-
not figure that out? 

Our Governor, Jeb Bush, has made it 
explicitly clear even to his brother 
that he does not want this to happen. 
Why can we not listen to those people 
who know what the deleterious effects 
will be of this in Florida? Within 30 
miles of Perdido Key you want to drill. 
Sixteen million Americans residing in 
the State of Florida do not want it. 

Mr. Chairman, I will repeat it again, 
I do not have much time, the people of 
Florida do not want it. The Governor 
does not wanted it. So do not push the 
President into wanting it. Please re-
member we do not want it. Do my col-
leagues want to ruin our beaches? My 
colleagues want to turn us into an-
other Planet of the Apes. 

We do not want it, the toxic pollu-
tion, offshore oil drillings, air pollu-
tion, spills. These things will happen. 
Why would we want to put our natural 
system at risk? We have Everglades 
here. We have the beauty that God has 
given us. Let us keep it. It is not that 
important. 

We are not going to stand for it. We 
are not going to allow it to happen. We 
will not allow Bush I or II and their 
best friends to destroy this beautiful 
natural system. Let us protect Flor-
ida’s coastline and beaches. Support 
the Davis amendment. 

Mr. SKEEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
11⁄2 minutes to the gentleman from 
Louisiana (Mr. VITTER). 

Mr. VITTER. Mr. Chairman, we face 
a real energy crisis in this country 
which is only going to grow; and to 
meet that crisis, we need a balanced 
long-term approach. 

We are not going to drill our way out 
of the crisis, nor are we going to con-
serve our way out of the crisis, nor are 
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we going to work our way out of the 
crisis through pure energy efficiency. 

The bottom line is that clearly we 
have to do all of these things. The 
problem with this amendment is it 
takes safe, clear opportunity for do-
mestic oil and gas production off the 
table, and we have been doing that for 
30 years, taking more and more off the 
table. 

That is exactly the sort of not-in-my- 
backyard mentality which has us 
where we are today. That is exactly 
what we have to get beyond if we are 
going to have a balanced comprehen-
sive approach to meeting our Nation’s 
energy needs. 

The most ironic thing about this not- 
in-my-backyard argument, it is not 
even in their backyard. In fact, it is in 
Federal territory, and it is more in the 
backyards of Alabama and Mississippi 
and Louisiana than it is in their back-
yard. 

Mr. Chairman, if my colleagues want 
to be so parochial in their approach, 
then maybe we could make a deal with 
them: I will not go to Florida beaches 
for a while. I will just go to Gulf 
Shores in Alabama, but my colleagues 
should not demand that and should not 
use energy from the rest of the country 
including everything that we explore 
and drill for and produce in Louisiana. 

Obviously, we need to get beyond 
that narrow-mindedness and that paro-
chialism and have a balanced approach, 
including producing this clean, safe en-
ergy. 

Mr. DAVIS of Florida. Mr. Chairman, 
I yield 1 minute to the gentleman from 
Palm Beach, Florida (Mr. FOLEY). 

Mr. FOLEY. Mr. Chairman, I want 
people to focus a little bit on the de-
bate for a moment. It is very, very sim-
ple. We have heard people from other 
States, Texas, Louisiana, all say they 
are for oil drilling. You can have all 
you want. You can do it in your home 
State. You can do it off your shores. 

Florida is making a very simple and 
specific request, leave us out of your 
dialogue and leave us out of your draw-
ings. We believe strongly in having a 
cohesive environmental policy. In fact, 
in the 1970s I worked in a Shell gas sta-
tion, and I remember having people an-
tagonized over the fact they could not 
fill their tanks; but since the 1970s we 
have done very little to have a com-
prehensive energy policy. But just sug-
gesting that we start putting pipes in 
the ground is not a solution. 

A lot of people are paying attention 
and wanting to know when can we set 
the rigs. Florida is simply saying not 
in our backyard. We are delighted to 
say it and proud to say it. 

Democrats and Republicans in the 
delegation joined together trying to 
urge Congress to leave us out of this. 
Have it in Alabama. Have it in Lou-
isiana. Go to Texas. Go to California, 
and even in Alaska if you want. Yes, it 
may be controversial, but the sov-

ereign right of that State should be 
heard. Our sovereign right is express-
ing opposition, and I urge my col-
leagues to join us in this initiative. 

Mr. SKEEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
the balance of my time to the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. THOMAS). 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, actu-
ally, this would be a lot more fun if it 
was real. It is the phoniest debate I 
have heard in a long, long time. 

If we look at the amendment, this 
significant move on the part of Florida 
is going to last until April 1, 2002; 
maybe April 2001 is more appropriate 
than 2002. The fact of the matter is if 
they were serious, they would have 
made it permanent. They did not make 
it permanent because it costs money. 

We have heard about this particular 
area. It is in the Gulf of Mexico. The 
area looks like this. Why does it have 
this long neck? Because Florida said 
they did not want any drilling over 
there within 100 miles of their coast-
line. Frankly, most of the natural gas 
is probably in this area. So there was 
an agreement between Florida and the 
other States. 

Mr. Chairman, this literally is 200 
miles from Florida there and 100 miles 
from Florida there. But here is the 
dirty little secret that no one in Flor-
ida will tell you. Guess what this line 
is right across the gulf? That is an al-
ready-agreed-upon pipeline 740 miles to 
supply oil and gas to Florida. No, they 
do not want to drill near you, but they 
want the oil and gas to use. 

How hypocritical can you be? How 
far is 100 miles? It is from New York 
City to Scranton, Pennsylvania. It is 
from Madison, Wisconsin, to Waterloo, 
Iowa. And if we cannot drill in an al-
ready-approved area in which the State 
of Florida was a negotiator and the 
lines were drawn to fit them, it really 
will be our Waterloo when we are try-
ing to be self-sufficient for energy. 

Here is the question, Members, when 
my colleagues vote: If it was worth 
fighting for oil and gas in the Persian 
Gulf, why is it not worth looking for in 
the gulf near America? 

Mr. DAVIS of Florida. Mr. Chairman, 
I yield 1 minute to the gentlewoman 
from Miami, Florida (Ms. ROS- 
LEHTINEN). 

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Chairman, 
I rise to strongly support the Scar-
borough-Davis amendment that would 
prohibit the Secretary of the Interior 
from executing a final lease agreement 
for oil or gas development in the area 
of the Gulf of Mexico known as Lease 
Sale 181. 

The beaches on the gulf coast of Flor-
ida are comprised of some of the most 
pristine and beautiful areas that would 
be devastated by an oil spill in the Gulf 
of Mexico. Our tourism and fishing in-
dustries would also be devastated by 
such a spill. 

Many of my congressional colleagues 
have told me recently that they will be 

visiting this area of Florida during the 
July 4th holiday. 

People come to Florida for the beach-
es. So please join the citizens of the 
State of Florida who overwhelmingly 
and in a bipartisan way oppose drilling 
off of our waters. 

We are talking about 17 miles off of 
Pensacola Florida. Florida’s white 
sand, clear waters, and gorgeous sun-
sets have truly not only become a 
treasure for our State, but they are a 
treasure for our Nation and the mil-
lions of tourists who visit Florida’s 
beaches every year. 

Please join the State of Florida in 
protecting our beaches and crystal blue 
waters by opposing offshore drilling. 
All of our constituents will thank you 
for it. 

Mr. DAVIS of Florida. Mr. Chairman, 
I yield 1 minute to the gentleman from 
Indiana (Mr. ROEMER). 

Mr. ROEMER. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
in strong support of the amendment of-
fered by the gentleman from Florida 
(Mr. DAVIS), the bipartisan amend-
ment. Certainly, Members from Lou-
isiana and Texas and Florida and even 
Indiana and Ohio have every right to 
speak on this amendment. 

Sixteen million Floridians do not 
want drilling off their shore. Tens of 
thousands of people from Indiana and 
Ohio and Illinois that go down to Fort 
Lauderdale, Long Key, Sanibel Island, 
also enjoy the tourism, the fishing, the 
environmental areas down there; and 
we want to see that protected. 

There is an old saying that you can-
not have it both ways. The problem 
with the Bush administration’s energy 
policy is in energy you need to have it 
both ways. You need to have produc-
tion and conservation. They only em-
phasize production and drilling and 
more drilling and drilling in Alaska. 

We need to make sure we have a bal-
anced approach to protect our environ-
ment. We need to make sure we en-
hance the new technologies out there 
to drill in prior areas and get more out 
of those areas rather than going into 
pristine environmental areas. 

Support the Davis amendment. Sup-
port bipartisan environmental con-
cerns and support going toward a bal-
anced energy policy. 

Mr. DAVIS of Florida. Mr. Chairman, 
I yield 15 seconds to the gentleman 
from Florida (Mr. SCARBOROUGH), a co-
sponsor of the amendment. 

Mr. SCARBOROUGH. Mr. Chairman, 
I just wanted to give another point of 
reference to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. THOMAS), who was talking 
about 100 miles or 200 miles from Wa-
terloo to whatever. We are talking 
about 17 miles which will not get you 
from the United States capitol to the 
airport. Seventeen miles is what we are 
talking about, that will not even get 
you to Washington’s airport at Dulles 
so you can fly home to California. 

Mr. DAVIS of Florida. Mr. Chairman, 
I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 
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Mr. Chairman, I would like to re-

spond to some of the statements that 
were made. Let us go back to the facts. 
Nobody has questioned the statement 
of the gentleman from Florida (Mr. 
SCARBOROUGH) that this is 17 miles 
from the coast of Florida. 

Let us be perfectly clear. This is 
drilling for oil, crude oil, as well as gas; 
and there are 21 days of crude oil in 
Sale 181. If we raise fuel efficiency 
standards by 16 miles per hour, that 
achieves 10 times more result than pro-
ceeding with Sale 181. 

Mr. Chairman, with the exception of 
the gentleman from California (Mr. 
THOMAS), every Member of Congress 
that told Florida that we should put 
our coastline at risk is from an oil-pro-
ducing State, and they do not have to 
apologize for protecting jobs in their 
States. But our tourists do not wash up 
on their beaches, and we do not want 
their oil washing up on ours. 

Let me just further say, with respect 
to the gentleman from Texas (Mr. 
DELAY), if being against the risk of oil 
spills in Florida makes us radical by 
Texas’ environmental standards, then 
we proudly wear that label. 

The point is, as the gentleman from 
Indiana (Mr. ROEMER) said, we need a 
balance here; and we support solutions 
to our energy problem. But let us have 
a thoughtful debate. Let us not engage 
in quick fixes at the expense of Florid-
ians. We have suffered oil spills before. 
I saw one when I was a small child in 
Tampa Bay. I do not want my children 
or grandchildren to see that again. 
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This is in Florida’s waters. This is 
something we are entitled to protect. 
We can do better. Let us adopt this 
amendment. Let us slow this down for 
6 months and find a balanced solution 
to the energy challenges that face our 
country and not do so at the expense of 
Florida and its coastline. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
yields back the balance of his time. 

The gentleman from New Mexico (Mr. 
SKEEN) has 45 seconds remaining. 

Mr. SKEEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
such time as he may consume to the 
gentleman from Tennessee (Mr. WAMP). 

Mr. WAMP. Mr. Chairman, the entire 
Alabama delegation is on record sup-
porting Sale 181. Unfortunately, the 
delegation is in Alabama with the 
President of the United States and will 
be unable to vote. I submit for the 
RECORD herewith the delegation letters 
in support of Sale 181. 

UNITED STATES SENATE, 
Washington, DC, April 9, 2001. 

Hon. George W. Bush, 
President of the United States, The White 

House, Washington, DC. 
DEAR PRESIDENT BUSH: We are writing to 

endorse the State of Alabama’s strong sup-
port for Outer Continental Shelf (OCS) Lease 
Sale 181 scheduled for December 2001. H.J. 
Res. 13, as passed by the Alabama Legisla-
ture and signed by Governor Siegelman un-

equivocally recognizes the positive benefits 
of Sale 181. We agree with the Governor’s 
stated position supporting the proposed sale 
so long as no blocks are leased within 15 
miles of the Alabama coast and safety meas-
ures are ensured. 

We agree this sale is a crucial component 
of a strategy to develop new, diverse supplies 
of oil and natural gas to meet the ever-in-
creasing energy demands of our nation’s new 
economy. As production declines in the west-
ern and central portions of the Gulf of Mex-
ico, there is a growing recognition of the 
need for the vast resources contained in this 
eastern segment of the Gulf. Importantly, all 
of Sale 181’s tracts are outside the areas that 
are off-limits to exploration and production 
under the mandated federal moratorium 
area. The Gulf Of Mexico now provides about 
24% of U.S. oil production and about 26% of 
U.S. natural gas production. The resources 
contained in this sale area are estimated to 
hold approximately 7.8 trillion cubic feet of 
gas and 1.9 billion barrels of oil. 

The oil and natural gas industry has been 
good for Alabama, providing fuel and em-
ployment, to thousands of our state’s resi-
dents, contributing to our economy and de-
positing millions of dollars into our state’s 
treasury. It is estimated the oil and gas in-
dustry spends over $50 million annually on 
Alabama and Mississippi products and serv-
ices. State funds derived from lease agree-
ments in the Gulf of Mexico are utilized to 
improve our environment and protect unique 
coastal and estuarine habitats. The success-
ful and timely continuation of Sale 181 would 
only further enhance these benefits to our 
state. 

Alabama and the offshore industry have 
coexisted to the mutual benefit of both for 
decades. As you know, the oil and natural 
gas industry has an outstanding record for 
operating safety on the more than 3,800 off-
shore platform, which are subject to ex-
tremely rigorous environment standards. It 
is anticipated this excellent record will con-
tinue to improve as new technology allows 
the extraction of more oil and gas from 
wider areas using fewer wells and platform 
protecting seabeds and marine life. 

Like other Gulf of Mexico states, Alabama 
has a thriving and expanding tourism busi-
ness. The oil and natural gas activities off-
shore have not discouraged visitors to our 
beaches and other recreational areas along 
our coast. 

We urge you to continue your support of 
responsible development of our domestic re-
sources, including the Sale 181 area. Ala-
bama is proud of our contribution to na-
tional energy security and economic growth 
through the prudent and environmentally 
sound development of our offshore energy re-
sources. 

With kind regards, we are 
Sincerely, 

Richard Shelby, U.S.S., Sonny Callahan, 
M.C., Spencer Bachus, M.C., Terry 
Everett, M.C., Bob Riley, M.C., Jeff 
Sessions, U.S.S., Robert Aderholt, M.C. 
Robert E. ‘‘Bud’’ Cramer, M.C., Earl 
Hilliard, M.C. 

PROPOSED LEASE SALE 181, 
DON SIEGELMAN, GOVERNOR, 

April 24, 2001. 
President Bush asked me to help with this 

proposed lease sale and I am pleased to lend 
my support as long as there are no blocks 
sold within 15 miles of the Alabama coast 
and safety measures are ensured. I believe 
this is in the country’s and Alabama’s best 
long-term interest. Because Alabama is an 

energy producing state, this proposed lease 
sale will help Alabama propel its economic 
development effort. It is my hope that this 
would help increase supply and reduce prices 
for consumers. At my request, we will meet 
with the Mineral Management Service on 
May 7th, to ensure that all safety measures 
are in place before moving forward with the 
lease sale. If I am satisfied that the nec-
essary precautions are in place, I look for-
ward to proceeding with proposed lease sale 
181. 

DON SIEGELMAN, GOVERNOR, 
State of Alabama, January 24, 2001. 

DEAR MR. OYNES: With respect to your let-
ter of December 1, 2000, concerning the draft 
environmental Impact Statement for pro-
posed Eastern Gulf of Mexico Lease Sale 181, 
we offer the following comments. 

I am pleased the Minerals Management 
Service is not offering any blocks in pro-
posed Lease Sale 181 within 15 miles of the 
Alabama coast. The Interior secretary’s deci-
sion to delete blocks within 15 miles offshore 
Baldwin County in the eastern Gulf of Mex-
ico serves to mitigate the concerns of Ala-
bama’s residents regarding visual impacts 
from new natural gas structures in the areas 
of Gulf Shores and Orange Beach. In the fu-
ture, I will continue to oppose the leasing of 
any unleased blocks southward and within 15 
miles of the Baldwin County coast. We recog-
nize that new natural gas structures may be 
installed on currently leased federal blocks, 
and we support and appreciate MMS’s efforts 
to work cooperatively with the industry and 
the state of Alabama to minimize the visual 
impacts of new natural gas structures off-
shore Baldwin County. I request that you 
continue to work with the Geological Sur-
vey/State Oil and Gas Board of Alabama to 
find realistic methods for addressing this 
viewshed issue. 

As you are aware, the state of Alabama 
consistently has supported protection for 
live bottoms, pinnacle reefs, chemosynthetic 
communities and other sensitive environ-
ments of offshore Alabama in the Central 
Gulf of Mexico Planning Area. We certainly 
support these same types of protection for 
Lease Sale 181 in the Eastern Gulf of Mexico 
Planning Area. 

We continue to support MMS’s nonenergy 
minerals program. It is important that MMS 
continue to gather geological and environ-
mental information regarding Outer Conti-
nental Shelf sand resources that may be re-
quired for coastal erosion management. We 
appreciate MMS’s interaction with the state 
of Alabama to identify these resources which 
may have both short- and long-term utility. 

We have concerns regarding statements on 
page IV–128 of the DEIS which indicate that 
coastal Alabama has the highest probability 
of contact if a large offshore spill occurred in 
the area for proposed Lease Sale 181. In addi-
tion, we have concerns regarding the number 
of new pipeline landfalls (page IV–221), new 
gas processing plants (page IV–238), new oil 
pipeline shore facilities (page IV–238), and 
adverse impacts to air quality (page IV–287). 
These matters are of particular concern, 
given that the vast majority of blocks avail-
able for lease in proposed Lease Sale 181 are 
located offshore Florida. It would appear 
that the coastal Alabama area could be sig-
nificantly impacted by OCS activities occur-
ring offshore Florida as a result of the pro-
posed sale. I request that MMS meet with 
representatives of the Geological Survey/ 
State Oil and Gas Board of Alabama and dis-
cuss all of these matters in detail in the near 
future. 
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The state of Alabama supports a balanced 

and reasonable Outer Continental Shelf 
(OCS) leasing program that leads to explo-
ration, development and production, with 
the stipulation that all OCS activities be 
carried out in full compliance with relevant 
Alabama laws, rules, and regulations, and be 
consistent with our Coastal Zone Manage-
ment Program. 

We appreciate the opportunity to comment 
on the Draft Environmental Impact State-
ment for proposed Eastern Gulf of Mexico 
Lease Sale 181 and look forward to working 
cooperatively with MMS in the successful 
and safe development of the hydrocarbon re-
sources located offshore Alabama and in 
sharing in the benefits of OCS leasing and 
production activities. 

Sincerely, 
Don Siegelman, Governor. 

HOUSE JOINT RESOLUTION 
Whereas, Alabama annual natural gas pro-

duction from onshore and offshore wells, 
combined, is 433 billion cubic feet, of which 
217 billion cubic feet come from offshore 
wells; and 

Whereas, Alabama Gulf Coast and Dauphin 
Island tourism economy co-exist in harmony 
through mutual use of Alabama’s natural re-
sources with Alabama offshore natural gas 
production operations; and 

Whereas, Alabama’s recreational fishing 
and commercial fishing industry co-exist in 
harmony through mutual use of Alabama’s 
natural resources with Alabama offshore 
natural gas production operations; and 

Whereas, Alabama benefits from offshore 
natural gas operations in many ways, includ-
ing, but not limited to, local and state reve-
nues from severance taxes, and state reve-
nues from Trust Fund interest, including 
royalty state payments, federal 8(g) royal-
ties, and lease sale proceeds; and 

Whereas, Alabama jobs, income taxes, and 
other positive economic benefits have been 
created by Alabama’s offshore natural gas 
developments, including exploration and 
drilling, platform fabrication and installa-
tion, pipeline contracting and construction, 
onshore gas treatment plant construction, 
operation, and maintenance, and goods, serv-
ices, and supplies purchased; and 

Whereas, Additional positive economic 
benefits related to Alabama offshore natural 
gas developments include direct effects such 
as direct purchases, indirect effects such as 
purchases by contractors and suppliers, and 
induced effects such as the re-circulation of 
wages, salaries, and profits; and 

Whereas, Alabama offshore natural gas de-
velopments and operations have performed 
in a safe and environmentally-sensitive man-
ner, with benefits to Alabama citizens far 
outweighing any/all perceived risks; and 

Whereas, Alabama citizens and industries, 
and individual natural gas consumers and in-
dustries outside Alabama continue to use 
and need more clean-burning natural gas 
supplies; and 

Whereas, areas in the Eastern Gulf of Mex-
ico Outer Continental Shelf (OCS) 25 miles 
and further south of Alabama’s and Florida’s 
coastlines represent a major prospect for 
drilling and producing future supplies of 
clean-burning natural gas; and 

Whereas, two eastern Gulf of Mexico Outer 
Continental Shelf (OCS) areas, specifically 
an area known as the Destin Dome and Fed-
eral Lease Sale 181 Area, if drilled in a safe 
and environmentally-sensitive manner, are 
predicted to hold large natural gas reserves; 
and 

Whereas, Coastal Alabama is the likely 
natural gas infrastructure area to take new 

reserves to market, increasing Alabama’s 
economic benefits directly related to new 
natural gas production from the Eastern 
Gulf of Mexico; now therefore, be it 

Resolved by the legislature of Alabama, both 
houses thereof Concurring, That we express 
our support for natural gas drilling and de-
velopment in the federal Outer Continental 
shelf (OCS) Eastern Gulf of Mexico areas of 
the Destin Dome and Federal Lease Sale 181 
Area. Be it further 

Resolved, That copies of this resolution be 
sent to each member of Alabama’s U.S. Con-
gressional Delegation and to President Clin-
ton, Secretary of Commerce William Daley, 
The Minerals Management Service, the Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion, the Department of Energy, and the en-
vironmental Protection Agency. 

Mr. SKEEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
the balance of my time to the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. PETER-
SON), a valued member of the Sub-
committee on Interior. 

Mr. PETERSON of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield to the gentleman 
from California (Mr. THOMAS). 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I tell 
my friends briefly, in terms of a re-
sponse, it is only 6 months, and the 
lines that are on the map are the lines 
that the Floridians agreed to. It is 100 
miles from the Florida border, as 
agreed to by Florida’s governor. So I 
understand my colleagues’ concern, but 
as a matter of fact, what is going to be 
put in that pipeline? It is going to be 
some other State’s gas. Come on. 

Mr. PETERSON of Pennsylvania. Re-
claiming my time, Mr. Chairman, in 
conclusion, gas prices last year dou-
bled. We have put a huge amount of 
electric generation on this year, all 
natural gas. Next year home heating 
natural gas costs could double again 
and our energy sensitive businesses are 
going to be priced right out of business. 

When my colleagues’ seniors cannot 
afford to heat their homes next year, 
when they get the second year in a row 
with high natural gas prices, and look 
at any of the curves, the natural gas 
uses for electric generation exceeds 
any new gas coming out of the ground, 
My colleagues’ seniors are going to be 
very angry with this decision. 

Mr. HOLT. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ex-
press my support for an amendment offered 
by my colleagues from Florida, Representa-
tives DAVIS and SCARBOROUGH, to prohibit oil 
and gas exploration and development off the 
coast of Florida. The issue at hand is the sale 
of Lease Sale 181 in the Gulf of Mexico, al-
though offshore drilling threatens all coastal 
communities, including those of New Jersey. 
We in New Jersey thought we had put to rest 
the idea of drilling off the New Jersey coast, 
but recently we have begun to wonder. 

Sale 181 contains 5.9 million acres of an 
offshore area in the Gulf, in water ranging 
from 108 to over 10,000 feet deep. The sale 
is scheduled for December, 2001. Although 
both the past administration and the present 
governor of Florida support a ban on oil and 
gas development within 100 miles of the coast 
of Florida, part of Sale 181 come to within 15 
miles of the Alabama coast. 

I see this sale as a potential threat to the 
economy and environment of the gulf states. 
Although cleaner than in the past, oil and gas 
exploration cannot be done without threat-
ening our natural resources, commercial fish-
ing industries, tourism, and marine ecology. 
Nearly 90 percent of the reef fish resources of 
the Gulf of Mexico are caught on the West 
Florida Shelf. Oil and gas development would 
threaten the shallow, clean water marine com-
munities found on the Florida outer continental 
shelf. Ecology and environment are central to 
the economy of Florida. Damage to the envi-
ronment would threaten the tourism industry 
upon which much of their economy is based. 

Furthermore, there is no evidence that drill-
ing in Lease 181 would have a significant im-
pact on our energy supply. Increased con-
servation and efficiency would do more to 
meet our country’s energy needs than drilling 
off of the coast of Florida, and the impact of 
conservation would be immediate with little en-
vironmental cost. 

I endorse this amendment as a strong mes-
sage to Secretary Norton to maintain the mor-
atorium on offshore drilling and not to sacrifice 
our marine ecosystem in an attempt to satisfy 
our energy demands. I strongly support this 
amendment to prohibit the sale of the Sale 
181 area and I urge my colleagues, particu-
larly those who represent coastal states, to 
join me. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. DAVIS). 

The question was taken; and the 
Chairman announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it. 

RECORDED VOTE 
Mr. DAVIS of Florida. Mr. Chairman, 

I demand a recorded vote. 
The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to clause 

6 of rule XVIII, further proceedings on 
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. DAVIS) will 
be postponed. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. INSLEE 
Mr. INSLEE. Mr. Chairman, I offer 

an amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. INSLEE: 
At the end of the bill, insert after the last 

section (preceding the short title) the fol-
lowing new section: 

SEC. . None of the funds made available in 
this Act may be used to suspend or revise the 
final regulations published in the Federal 
Register on November 21, 2000, that amended 
part 3809 of title 43, Code of Federal Regula-
tions. 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that, notwith-
standing the unanimous consent agree-
ment that was previously reached, we 
limit this amendment to 20 minutes, 10 
minutes on each side. 

The CHAIRMAN. And all amend-
ments thereto? 

Mr. DICKS. And all amendments 
thereto. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Washington? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. SKEEN. We approve. 
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The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to the 

order of the Committee of today, the 
gentleman from Washington (Mr. INS-
LEE) and a Member opposed each will 
control 10 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Washington (Mr. INSLEE). 

Mr. INSLEE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

This is a bipartisan amendment of-
fered by the gentleman from California 
(Mr. HORN) and myself. It is a bipar-
tisan amendment intended to main-
tain, maintain, existing environmental 
protections. It is about arsenic, it is 
about cyanide, it is about sulfuric acid, 
it is about making sure that we do not 
roll back existing rules in place today 
that have been implemented to prevent 
the discharge of arsenic and cyanide 
and other toxics into our streams and 
rivers. 

Mr. Chairman, here is why this 
amendment is necessary. Before the 
adoption of these rules, we had a scan-
dalous situation in mining and release 
of toxics. Twelve thousand miles of 
streams in the West are polluted from 
mining tailings, 40 percent of streams 
in the West. Ninety-six percent of all of 
the arsenic compounds artificially re-
leased in the environment have been 
from the mining industry, without 
these rules that have now been imple-
mented; 600 million pounds of arsenic 
and arsenic compounds a year from the 
mining industry. 

Mr. Chairman, we need to make sure 
in this appropriation bill that no hand 
is taken to reduce the effectiveness or 
repeal these rules that have been 
adopted after 4 years and 35,000 pieces 
of input from the American public. 

Now, let me tell my colleagues, there 
are three things at risk here: Number 
one, the existing rules adopted by rule. 
Number one has environmental per-
formance standards, standards that 
every mining operation has to meet to 
prevent the discharge of cyanide. And 
because of the implementation of cya-
nide heap leach mining, this is ex-
tremely important. 

Number two, we have got to have a 
way for local communities to have 
input in these decisions of siting, and 
we do not want to allow any hand to 
remove the ability to have local com-
munities where there is substantial ir-
reparable harm to a local community. 
This is a local control issue. 

Number three, we want to make sure 
the mines put up adequate bonding ca-
pability. Under this rule, the adminis-
tration, to its credit, has said they will 
keep this part, this one-third of the 
bill, and this is the part we want to 
make sure we keep the administration 
policy in hand. 

So, Mr. Chairman, this is a bipar-
tisan bill, and so we seek bipartisan 
support. It is a strong problem that de-
serves that we keep the status quo for 
the environment. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman 
from New Mexico seek time in opposi-
tion? 

Mr. SKEEN. Yes, Mr. Chairman. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is 

recognized for 10 minutes. 
Mr. SKEEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Chairman, I cannot support the 

gentleman’s amendment. I see nothing 
wrong with the Department of Interior 
reevaluating regulations that were fi-
nalized in the last days of the past ad-
ministration. In fact, it is my under-
standing that this type of review is 
commonplace during the changes of ad-
ministration. 

We should allow the rulemaking 
process to continue and not preempt 
the process by establishing yet another 
moratorium on this bill. The Interior 
bill is not the appropriate place to ad-
dress the changes in the Mining Law of 
1872. This is best left to the authorizing 
committee which has jurisdiction over 
this issue. 

After reviewing the National Re-
search Council report on hardrock min-
ing on Federal lands, it is obvious to 
me that the previous administration 
went too far in amending the mining 
regulations. It is my opinion that these 
rules will have a significant economic 
impact on the mining sector. However, 
while I personally would like to limit 
any changes to these regulations to the 
regulatory gaps identified by the Na-
tional Research Council, I have re-
frained from doing so because we have 
an appropriate rulemaking process in 
place to address this issue. 

I therefore ask for my colleagues’ 
support in opposing this amendment. 
Amen. 

Mr. INSLEE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 3 
minutes to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. HORN), the cosponsor of this 
amendment. 

Mr. HORN. Mr. Chairman, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding me this 
time. 

I rise today to urge my colleagues to 
support this amendment, which seeks 
to continue our commitment to respon-
sible public land management. Envi-
ronmental mining rules, also known as 
3809 regulations, provide critical Fed-
eral oversight specifically for hardrock 
mining on lands managed by the Bu-
reau of Land Management. 

The current regulations were enacted 
because the old regulations failed to 
keep pace with modern mining tech-
niques. The current rule is critical be-
cause it requires mining companies to 
pay for the full cost of environmental 
cleanup rather than being able to shift 
those costs to taxpayers. Right now, 
because of the old mining rules, tax-
payers are on the hook for $1 billion in 
cleanup costs just at currently oper-
ating mines. 

The current rule puts strong environ-
mental standards in place to protect 
water supplies from excessive contami-

nation of arsenic and other heavy met-
als by directing mining operators to 
protect surface and groundwater re-
sources. As of the year 2000, the Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency esti-
mated that 40 percent of the head-
waters of all the western watersheds 
are polluted by mining. This is due in 
part to the fact that the old mining 
rules had no environmental perform-
ance standards. 

This amendment simply states that 
no funds shall be used to suspend or re-
vise the final regulations published in 
the Federal Register on November 21, 
2000. This will ensure the protection of 
our waters from arsenic, cyanide and 
other toxic pollutants and give cer-
tainty that the taxpayers are protected 
as well. 

I again urge my colleagues to support 
this amendment and keep the current 
rule in place. 

Mr. SKEEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
21⁄2 minutes to the gentleman from Ari-
zona (Mr. HAYWORTH). 

Mr. HAYWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I 
thank the gentleman from New Mexico, 
the chairman of the subcommittee. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise in strong opposi-
tion to this rider on an appropriation 
bill. I listened with interest, Mr. Chair-
man, to my good friend from Wash-
ington State, because in a previous 
Congress, both on October 4 of 1999 and 
October 21 of 1999, he told us how hor-
rible it was to have riders added to ap-
propriation bills. In fact, he likened 
them to fleas. 

Well, I will tell my colleague what is 
going to flee. With the passage of some 
of these anti-mining and anti-jobs rid-
ers, say good-bye to the jobs. If my col-
leagues care about endangered species, 
I wish we cared one whit about the peo-
ple of America who earn a solid, de-
cent, honest living from mining. But 
we can laugh and watch the other 
countries put up help wanted signs and 
kiss off another industry, when the 
fact is that already on the books there 
is effective regulation that has ended 
the scourge of environmental harm. 
The industry has changed. 

Look, all we are saying is let the cur-
rent administration have the same 
courtesy the previous administration 
did. Let a reexamination of section 3809 
take place, rules that took effect in the 
last nanosecond of the previous admin-
istration on January 20. Why not have 
a situation where we can review them? 

This body has twice directed the De-
partment of the Interior to not promul-
gate rules inconsistent with the rec-
ommendations of a congressionally 
mandated study of hardrock mining on 
Federal lands by the National Research 
Council of the National Academy of 
Sciences. We hear so much about the 
NAS and its studies, we hear so much 
lip service paid to science, yet when we 
have a provision here that says let us 
stand up for sound science, we want to 
abandon it, and with it the jobs of this 
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industry, to make headlines in terms of 
what some deem to be politically cor-
rect. 

What this amendment will do is set 
the precedent my friend from Wash-
ington State was so concerned about in 
1999. This will unfurl a cascade of rid-
ers for the remainder of this appropria-
tions process. And what again this will 
do, and this is the tragedy of the situa-
tion, Mr. Chairman, we will add more 
regulation and cost more jobs. For my 
friend from California, who is inter-
ested in high-tech, I wonder how his 
computers are going to work when we 
do not have the copper wiring any 
more. 

Mr. INSLEE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume to 
respond that we seek to maintain the 
existing regulation, which is fully con-
sistent with the NAS study that con-
cluded we needed better regulations 
against arsenic and cyanide in our wa-
ters. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield 1 minute to the 
gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. 
PASCRELL). 

Mr. PASCRELL. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
in support of the amendment by my es-
teemed colleague, the gentleman from 
Washington, (Mr. INSLEE), to keep 
standards in place that protect our 
water resources from mining pollution. 

Clean water is the most fundamental 
quality of life issue we have in this 
country. That is why I support funding 
the U.S. Geological Survey’s water 
science programs and its 54 State 
Water Institutes in the amount rec-
ommended by the Subcommittee on In-
terior. 

b 1630 

We cannot live without clean water. 
This amendment will strengthen the 
committee’s wise decision to fund the 
USGS water programs by adding envi-
ronmental safeguards to protect our 
water resources from pollution caused 
by mining. The USGS mission from its 
inception has focused on water re-
sources. They must remain focused on 
our water resources in order to pre-
serve the health of every American. 

In New Jersey alone, our percentage 
of impaired waters have worsened from 
50 percent of our streams and rivers in 
1993 to 65 percent today. Changing the 
USGS focus away from these crucial 
water programs in order to protect any 
industry is the very last thing we 
should be allowing. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask for total support 
of this amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise in support of the 
amendment by my esteemed colleague from 
Washington, Mr. INSLEE, to keep standards in 
place that protect our water resources from 
mining pollution. 

Clear water is the most fundamental quality- 
of-life issue we have in this country. That is 
why I support funding the US Geological Sur-
vey’s water science programs and its 54 State 
Water Institutes in the amount recommended 

by the Interior Subcommittee of Appropria-
tions—We cannot live without clean water! 

Mr. Chairman, this amendment will strength-
en the Committee’s wise decision to fund the 
USGS water programs, by adding environ-
mental safeguards to protect our water re-
sources from pollution caused by mining. 

The Department of the Interior proposes to 
change the mission of the US Geological 
Services away from water in order to focus 
more on mining. But focusing on mining at the 
expense of our water science and clean water 
protection is the wrong approach! 

The USGS mission, from its inception, has 
correctly focused on water resources—and it 
must remain focused on our water resources, 
in order to preserve the health of very Amer-
ican! 

Without the US Geological Survey’s water 
programs and USGS State University Insti-
tutes—including our own Rugers Institute—we 
cannot assess the quality of our water, or train 
our future water professionals. These pro-
grams are the core of the USGS! The Geo-
logical Survey must remain much more than 
simple mining protection! 

The USGS ability to track and map prob-
lems with our water is a vital component in 
helping our state environmental agencies, so 
we can visualize problems while solutions are 
still doable and still cost effective. 

In New Jersey alone, our percentage of ‘‘im-
paired’’ waters has worsened from 50% of our 
streams and rivers in 1993, to 65% today, ac-
cording to the most recent study. 

In our state, data from USGS has helped us 
see that worsening pollution follows our 
‘‘sprawl line’’—and I know that in every state 
the causes of pollution may differ, whether it 
is sprawl, or acid rain, or mining, or some 
combination of pollutants. 

But Mr. Chairman, it is only with these im-
portant USGS tolls that we can learn about 
these pollutants, and learn what does not work 
in the way we manage our water resources 
and land use! Changing the USGS focus away 
from these crucial water programs, in order to 
protect the mining industry, is the very last 
thing we should allow, if we want to continue 
preserving our water and our health! 

Mr. INSLEE’s amendment is exactly what is 
needed to help protect these threatened re-
sources, by allowing our communities and 
land management agencies to protect our 
water from pollution. 

Our communities already struggle to keep 
our fragile watersheds pure—as we well know 
in New Jersey. So I want to commend the 
Chair and Ranking Member of the Interior 
Subcommittee, and all of my Appropriations 
colleagues, for supporting our water science 
programs, and voting unanimously to restore 
more than $90 million in funding to the USGS. 

And I want to thank my many colleagues on 
both sides of the aisle for helping me to cham-
pion the USGS water science programs—the 
Honorable ASA HUTCHINSON, and MICHAEL 
BILIRAKIS; and my colleagues Mr. GIBBONS, 
and Mr. GREEN and Mr. BOEHLERT, as well as 
many of my Republican colleagues. 

I also want to thank my esteemed col-
leagues form this side of the aisle—Mr. KIND, 
Mrs. NAPOLITANO and Mrs. MALONEY; Mr. 
BLUMENAUER and Mr. PAYNE, Mrs. MINK and 
Mr. PALLONE—and many, many others of you 

who have recognized—as I do—the impor-
tance of the USGS water programs to our na-
tion’s health. 

Mr. Chairman, I know, and my esteemed 
colleagues know that the USGS is our ‘‘early 
warning system’’ in the battle against deadly 
toxins and pollution in our water. We must not 
tolerate the dismantling of these vital pro-
grams or a change in the USGS mission away 
from water, to focus on mining. 

I urge all of my colleagues to support the 
full funding that was appropriated for all U.S. 
Geological Survey water programs, and to 
support Mr. INSLEE’s amendment protecting 
our water resources from deadly mining pollu-
tion. 

Mr. SKEEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Nevada 
(Mr. GIBBONS). 

Mr. GIBBONS. Mr. Chairman, I want 
to respond, and I want to oppose the 
amendment of the gentleman from 
Washington (Mr. INSLEE). 

Mr. Chairman, the National Academy 
of Sciences indicated prior to the 
issuance of the regulations that we are 
questioning today, the 3809 changes by 
the Clinton administration, the Na-
tional Academy of Sciences issued a re-
port prior to the existence of those reg-
ulations that the current 3809 regula-
tions on hardrock mining on public 
lands, stated that the ‘‘existing array 
of Federal and State laws regulating 
mining is effective in protecting the 
environment.’’ They did not say we 
needed additional regulations for that. 
They said the existing array of regula-
tions are effective in protecting the en-
vironment. 

What we have here, Mr. Chairman, is 
an attack on the mining industry. I am 
proud to say that America’s mining in-
dustry is the world’s most modern, 
technically advanced and environ-
mentally responsible mining industry, 
and I am proud as an American to have 
the mining industry especially in our 
State, the State of Nevada. 

Mr. Chairman, this regulatory 
change that is being attempted here 
obviously goes to addressing the issue 
of whether or not this administration 
has the right to address regulations. 
We are going about it by saying if leg-
islative fiat is what we are after to 
change and stop an administrative 
ability to change regulations, then 
that is what we should be doing. But 
then let us do it in all cases as well, 
and let us take away the administra-
tive power for making changes to regu-
latory action, which is in the realm 
and the authority of the administra-
tion. 

Let me say that the mining industry 
today is already responsible for and ap-
plicable to the Clean Water Act. It can-
not pollute the water and not be re-
sponsible for it. That is a myth that is 
being propagated out there. It is al-
ready responsible for the Clean Air 
Act. It cannot pollute the air and not 
be responsible for it. 

Mr. Chairman, I oppose this gentle-
man’s amendment. 
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Mr. INSLEE. Mr. Chairman, if I may 

inquire as to the time remaining? 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 

from Washington (Mr. INSLEE) has 41⁄4 
minutes remaining. The gentleman 
from New Mexico (Mr. SKEEN) has 4 
minutes remaining. 

Mr. INSLEE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, I note that the argu-
ment just propounded essentially was 
rejected in a lawsuit which refused to 
stay implementation of these rules sev-
eral weeks ago. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield 2 minutes to 
the gentleman from West Virginia (Mr. 
RAHALL). 

Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Chairman, I thank 
the cosponsor of this amendment, the 
gentleman from Washington (Mr. INS-
LEE) for yielding me this time. 

Mr. Chairman, normally I would have 
offered this type of amendment, being 
the usual suspect, because I have a 
long history on the issue that it touch-
es upon. I have invested a great deal of 
time, indeed years, in an effort to re-
form the Mining Law of 1872. 

To be clear, I fully support this 
amendment. It represents a type of pol-
icy that should be in place. At the 
same time, it is far past time to be 
doing piecemeal reform of the Mining 
Law of 1872. The solution is, without a 
doubt, comprehensive reform, not this 
piecemeal fashion that we have been 
doing. I have stood on this floor with 
amendments and bills on this issue, yet 
the hard heads in the hardrock mining 
industry just do not get it. They have 
not gotten it yet. Their allies in this 
body, although in a minority, are in a 
position to block comprehensive re-
form measures from being considered 
in committee; so we are forced to come 
to the floor with amendments of this 
nature or amendments that I have of-
fered in the past on efforts to stop the 
patenting of mining claims and to up-
hold the millsite decision. This will 
continue until the mining industry 
comes to the table. 

Mr. Chairman, I say to the industry, 
come to the table. Negotiate. Com-
promise. My door is open. We will find 
common ground. Not ground sold for 
$2.50 an acre under a 19th century law. 
No, not that common ground. Not 
ground from the public’s gold and sil-
ver that is mined with no royalty paid 
to the true owners of the land, the 
American people. 

I believe we can reach a sensible 
agreement on how to address issues 
which swirl around this industry and 
plague this industry in its investment 
decisions, and I understand the need 
for stability and certainty before mak-
ing those types of investment in large 
equipment that is needed to mine our 
Nation’s resources. 

Mr. Chairman, there is new leader-
ship at the National Mining Associa-
tion. I have told them my door is open. 
Let us work together to restore the 

public faith and interest in this mat-
ter. 

In the meantime, I urge a ‘‘yes’’ vote 
on the Inslee amendment. I say to my 
colleague, the gentleman from Arizona, 
who described these regulations as pro-
mulgated by the last administration in 
the last nanosecond, that is because a 
Republican Congress for five times has 
delayed through appropriations riders 
these regulations. 

Mr. INSLEE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, just to expand on the 
comments of the gentleman from West 
Virginia (Mr. RAHALL), for 4–5 years, 
the administration could not act even 
though 35,000 people had impact on this 
decision. Now it is time for us. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield 1 minute to the 
gentleman from Washington (Mr. 
DICKS). 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I strongly 
support the Inslee amendment. The 
gentleman from Arizona said let the 
law stand. That is what we are trying 
to do here. We are trying to let section 
3809, which was the law, the regula-
tions properly adopted, we would like 
to see those sustained. The Bush ad-
ministration has suspended the 3809 
rule and intends to revise the rule. Re-
member, this is just on BLM lands. The 
Clinton administration also granted 
BLM the authority to deny permits to 
irresponsible mines in places where 
they would cause substantial, irrep-
arable harm to environmental and cul-
tural resources. The mining industry 
opposed both of those provisions. 

Mr. Chairman, I think the Inslee 
amendment is called for; and I intend 
to support it. 

Mr. SKEEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Mon-
tana (Mr. REHBERG). 

Mr. REHBERG. Mr. Chairman, this is 
not a rollback of environmental laws. 
Critics of the mining industry charge 
that reviewing the Clinton-Babbitt 3809 
regulations constitutes a rollback of 
environmental laws. This is not true. 
The industry is not fighting to lessen 
any necessary environmental regula-
tions governing hardrock mining on 
Federal lands. In fact, it supports and 
complies with all existing environ-
mental statutes and supports the addi-
tion of any new rules consistent with 
the recommendations of the study on 
hardrock mining on Federal lands com-
pleted for Congress by the National 
Academy of Sciences. 

The new 3809 regulations are ex-
tremely burdensome, complex and 
counterproductive, and contradict the 
NAS report. They go far beyond filling 
the narrow regulatory gaps identified 
by the report and add onerous regu-
latory burdens that will deter mineral 
exploration in mining activity in the 
western United States. 

Unnecessarily strict new perform-
ance standards and expanded liabilities 
are created under the new regulations 

that the amendment before the House 
would keep in place. This would great-
ly disrupt the preexisting coordination 
between the Bureau of Land Manage-
ment and the western States regarding 
the environmental regulations of min-
ing. A number of new performance 
standards are prescriptive, one-size- 
fits-all requirements which are incon-
sistent with the Academy’s rec-
ommendations that mining regulations 
should be based on site-specific per-
formance standards. 

There are strong environmental laws 
in effect that will not be rolled back or 
lessened in any way by suspending the 
new 3809 regulations. For instance, the 
disposal of mining wastes is strictly 
regulated on Federal, State and private 
lands through the Resource Conserva-
tion and Recovery Act and the Clean 
Water Act, as well as numerous State 
laws and regulations protecting 
groundwater resources. All facets of 
mining are covered by equally com-
prehensive legal frameworks. 

The mining industry pays millions of 
dollars each year to comply with laws 
to ensure the protection of the environ-
ment. That is hardly the mark of an in-
dustry trying to flout its responsibility 
by fighting to roll back environmental 
laws. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
from Washington (Mr. INSLEE) has 1 
minute remaining. The gentleman 
from New Mexico (Mr. SKEEN) has 2 
minutes remaining, and the right to 
close. 

Mr. INSLEE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, when there was a dis-
cussion about rolling back arsenic 
standards some time ago, the American 
people went into basic revulsion. If we 
reject this amendment today, we will 
be heading in the same direction, roll-
ing back standards designed to keep ar-
senic out of our streams and rivers, cy-
anide out of our streams and rivers, 
sulfuric acid out of our streams and 
rivers. 

I believe the American public made 
their position very clear on this during 
the last several months while people in 
this town were discussing going back-
wards on the environment. I stand here 
today to say that in this appropriation 
process, we should not go backwards on 
arsenic. We should not go backwards 
on cyanide. That history has given us 
12,000 miles of polluted rivers and a 
problem with arsenic in our water. 
That is why the League of Conserva-
tion Voters is so keenly interested in 
this vote. That is why I hope we stand 
together on a bipartisan basis and 
make sure that we adhere to the exist-
ing standards on arsenic. 

Mr. SKEEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
the balance of my time to the gen-
tleman from Idaho (Mr. OTTER). 

Mr. OTTER. Mr. Chairman, we have 
heard much about how old this law is 
and how unnecessary it is in this day 
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and age. I suspect that is consistent 
with what we have heard today for 
quite awhile. Mr. Chairman, it seems 
we forget that there was also a law 
written in the late 1700s. We call it the 
Constitution today; yet that law has 
sustained us pretty well because, for 
the most part, we have tried to adhere 
to it. 

Mr. Chairman, that law written in 
1872 was written in the best of times 
for mining because it was one of the 
most important economies to the 
United States. But I would also remind 
my colleagues, consistent, I suspect 
with the inconsistency that we hear 
here that one day it is a good idea to 
put a rider on the bill and the next day 
it is not. 

I am confused by all of this admit-
tedly, Mr. Chairman, and I have only 
been here 165 days, but I am beginning 
to learn; and I am beginning to learn 
that what the people feel about Con-
gress being out of touch, Americans 
out in the country that feel that Con-
gress is no longer representative of 
them, now I understand. 

There is no need to be consistent up 
here, Mr. Chairman. I have seen it hap-
pen. I have seen it happen to my col-
leagues that have been here far beyond 
my days and far beyond my years. Be-
cause not only do they not remember 
what they said yesterday, they do not 
remember that it is the very govern-
ment that they now want to com-
pletely entrust in this day and age 
with the safeguards of our environ-
ment, was the very government that 
went to the Coeur d’Alene mining dis-
trict during World War I and World 
War II and said forget about what you 
might do to the rivers and lakes, we 
need those minerals for the defense of 
that very Constitution, and we need 
these minerals for the very defense of 
this country. 

So if I cannot ask for anything else, 
I would ask my more learned col-
leagues who maybe are more learned 
because they have been here longer to 
be consistent, if nothing else, and be 
representative of the law that was 
written in the 1700s as well as 1872. 

Mr. HOLT. Mr. Chairman. I would like to ex-
press my support for an amendment offered 
by my two colleagues, Representatives INSLEE 
and HORN, regarding the Bureau of Land Man-
agement hard rock mining rules. New mining 
regulations were put into place at the end of 
the Clinton Administration, after a four-year 
period of intense public comment, hearings, 
and Congressional input. These new regula-
tions are a vast improvement over the old 
BLM rules under the 1872 Mining Law. The 
old rules did not protect the public from the fi-
nancial burden of failed mining ventures— 
leaving a legacy of thousands of abandoned 
mines, and the risk of a further billion dollars 
for potential cleanup of ongoing operations. 
Furthermore, the old regulations did not pro-
tect the public from the massive pollution po-
tential at modern large-scale mines. 

The new mining regulations provide these 
protections, and I believe that they ought to be 

preserved. They require mining companies to 
pay the full cost of environmental cleanup, 
rather than shifting the cost to the taxpayer. 
The new rules put into place standards to pro-
tect surface and ground water from harmful 
mine drainage. EPA estimates that 40 percent 
of the western watersheds are polluted from 
mine drainage and leaching. Finally, the new 
rules prevent mining companies from staking a 
claim on public lands without regard to envi-
ronmental and archeological resources or con-
sideration of local communities. 

The Inslee/Horn amendment will protect 
public lands and local communities by ensur-
ing that the new mining regulations are kept in 
place. We cannot afford to retreat on environ-
mental and public health safeguards by weak-
ening protective standards. The values of the 
1800s no longer apply to the mining industry 
of today and the old rules do not offer the pro-
tection that is needed. Too much is at stake 
for us to allow mining companies to contami-
nate our water supply or lands. This amend-
ment is the best way we have to protect our 
communities from outdated and harmful prac-
tices. I urge my colleagues to support this 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr. INSLEE). 

The question was taken; and the 
Chairman announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. INSLEE. Mr. Chairman, I de-
mand a recorded vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to clause 
6 of rule XVIII, further proceedings on 
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr. INSLEE) 
will be postponed. 

b 1645 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. DEUTSCH 

Mr. DEUTSCH. Mr. Chairman, I offer 
an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. DEUTSCH: 
Insert before the short title at the end the 

following new section: 
SEC. ll. (a) LIMITATION.—None of the 

funds appropriated or otherwise made avail-
able in this Act may be used to pay the sala-
ries or expenses of personnel of the Depart-
ment of the Interior to extend the leases, 
any standstill agreement, or the terms of the 
settlement agreement that took effect 
March 30, 2001, concerning the holders of in-
terests in seven campsite leases in Biscayne 
National Park, Florida, identified as camp-
site leases 2173A, 2146A, 2167A, 2159A, 2213A, 
2157A, and 2303A and collectively known as 
‘‘Stiltsville’’. 

The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to the 
previous order of the Committee of 
today, the gentleman from Florida (Mr. 
DEUTSCH) and the gentleman from New 
Mexico (Mr. SKEEN) each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Florida (Mr. DEUTSCH). 

Mr. DEUTSCH. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, this is a limiting 
amendment to prevent the implemen-
tation of rules that the Secretary of In-
terior has overturned of the previous 

administration dealing with seven 
leasehold parcels in Biscayne National 
Park, parcels whose leases ran out 3 
years ago, six of whom were subsequent 
leaseholders who purchased those 
leases from the original leaseholders at 
fair market value. So we have seven 
leaseholders who have not paid rent for 
3 years. 

Under the prior administration, regu-
lations were in place to develop a man-
agement plan. The Secretary of the In-
terior overturned that regulation upon 
her assumption of that office. This is 
really not just an issue about these 
seven leaseholders. This is really an 
issue about private use of a national 
park or public lands. That is what this 
issue is about. This happened in my 
district, in my area. I represent 90 per-
cent of Biscayne National Park. But 
this could happen tomorrow in any of 
the national parks, the 400 national 
parks in the United States of America. 

I urge my colleagues to overwhelm-
ingly and sincerely support this 
amendment to prevent this from hap-
pening. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. SKEEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentlewoman from 
Florida (Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN). 

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Chairman, 
I rise in strong opposition to the 
Deutsch amendment introduced at the 
11th hour affecting a very important 
area in my congressional district. 
Stiltsville is in my congressional dis-
trict, miles away from the district of 
the gentleman from Florida (Mr. 
DEUTSCH). Stiltsville is a group of 
seven homes located south of Key Bis-
cayne in my district that has been part 
of the landscape and seascape of our 
young community since the 1930s. 

This amendment prevents the Sec-
retary of the Interior from extending 
any further standstill agreements. 
After much negotiation between 
Stiltsville homeowners and the Park 
Service, a standstill agreement was 
reached earlier this year that expires 
on March 31, 2002. This agreement is 
crucial because it prevents both parties 
from acting against each other and al-
lows time for constructive negotiations 
and prevents the houses from being un-
fairly torn down. The Deutsch amend-
ment ties the Secretary’s hands and al-
lows the clock to run out on further 
talks, putting Stiltsville owners at a 
negotiating disadvantage. 

The Deutsch amendment is an under-
handed attempt at tearing down these 
historic homes without coming out and 
saying so. The houses that make up 
Stiltsville are internationally known 
as the place that has that little village 
in the middle of the bay. 

And who supports Stiltsville? Gov-
ernor Jeb Bush. Who else supports 
Stiltsville? The Florida House of Rep-
resentatives that passed a unanimous 
resolution in support of preserving 
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Stiltsville. The Miami-Dade County 
Commission supports Stiltsville. The 
city of Miami. Let me tell my col-
leagues the cities that have said we 
want to support these homes: the City 
of Miami; the City of Miami Beach; the 
City of Coral Gables; the City of Hia-
leah Gardens; Homestead; Miami 
Springs; South Miami; West Miami; 
Key Biscayne, Key Biscayne that is 
just miles from these beautiful homes; 
Sweetwater; Virginia Gardens. I could 
go on and on. 

It is incredible that the gentleman 
from Florida (Mr. DEUTSCH) would 
come here and present this amendment 
when literally thousands of home-
owners support the preservation of 
Stiltsville. 

Mr. DEUTSCH. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself 30 seconds just to respond to 
some specific points. 

First of all, I represent 90 percent of 
Biscayne National Park. My district is 
literally feet, not miles, from 
Stiltsville. My colleague represents 10 
percent of the park. It so happens these 
structures are there. But I think the 
critical distinction that we need to 
make, number one, I support 
Stiltsville. This is not about 
Stiltsville. What this is about is free-
loaders in a national park. My col-
league said owners. These people are 
not owners. These are leaseholders. 
The people that own that property are 
us, the people of the United States of 
America, not the seven leaseholders. 
There is a difference between lease-
holders and owners. We, as the owners, 
deserve to do what we want, which is to 
keep Stiltsville, but use it for public 
purpose, not private gain. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. SKEEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 1 
minute to the gentleman from Florida 
(Mr. DIAZ-BALART). 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, I 
talked to my son Danny today. He is 16 
years old. He is no owner of one of 
these houses. He and his friends, how-
ever, through the generosity and the 
courtesy of the folks that lease here, 
they go out there and they fish and 
they swim. I talked to Danny today. I 
said, ‘‘Danny, there is going to be an 
amendment to, in effect, knock these 
houses down. What should I tell my 
colleagues?’’ 

He said, ‘‘Dad, that’s a Florida tradi-
tion. Nature is taking care of that.’’ 

So why should now Congress inter-
vene and knock down these homes? 
This is a really unfortunate amend-
ment that our colleague from the other 
side of the aisle has brought forward. 
Let the kids go out there and swim and 
fish. 

Mr. DEUTSCH. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
2 minutes to the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. HINCHEY). 

Mr. HINCHEY. Mr. Chairman, in 1980 
this Congress created Biscayne Na-
tional Park, a park for all the people of 

the entire country. At that time there 
were seven leaseholders in the park 
who held campsites by lease. They were 
given a period of time to remove them-
selves from the national park. In 1990, 
they asked for an extension. That ex-
tension was given to them, and they 
had until 1999. They have had 20 years 
now for these leaseholders to get out of 
a national park. They are denying ac-
cess to the public by holding these 
leases. This is a park that has been des-
ignated by the Congress for the enjoy-
ment of all the people of the country. 
Anyone should be able to go there. 
They should not be able to be stopped 
by people who have illegal leaseholds. 
That is precisely what this is. 

The issue here is a very simple one. 
In a national park, are we going to 
allow private people who are intruders, 
who are violating the law, who have 
overstayed their welcome, to continue 
to be there and prevent the rest of the 
public from using that public land ap-
propriately as the Congress has des-
ignated? That is the issue. 

I think that most people here would 
say no to that. We want the national 
parks to be used for the right purpose, 
to be used by all people, not by a few 
who have special interests, who have 
the ear of the Governor, or who have 
the ear of one of us Members of the 
Congress. I do not think any of us want 
to uphold that kind of a policy for pub-
lic lands. A national park is there for 
all the people of the country. Let us 
make sure that this national park, Bis-
cayne National Park, finally achieves 
that status and these people who have 
overstayed their welcome can finally 
leave quietly so that the rest of the 
public can enjoy that national park ap-
propriately. 

Mr. SKEEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
the balance of my time to the gen-
tleman from Utah (Mr. HANSEN), the 
distinguished chairman of the Com-
mittee on Resources. 

Mr. HANSEN. Mr. Chairman, I think 
this is a very interesting debate. I find 
this interesting because I took the 
time to go down there. I held a hearing 
on it as chairman of the Subcommittee 
on National Parks and Public Lands a 
few years back. We could not find any 
problems at all with any of the sci-
entists we brought up of hurting any of 
the environment. 

A lot of people have said they have 
overstayed their welcome. I find that 
very interesting because these homes 
were there 50 years before the park. 
Who overstayed their welcome? Who 
was there first? 

Another thing my colleagues may 
find interesting on this, I come from 
Utah. We do not have big pieces of Bis-
cayne Bay. But what we do have, we 
have these beautiful cabins that are 
scattered all over the Forest Service 
and BLM and they are leased to those 
areas. What do those folks do with 
them? They go up there, they hold Boy 

Scout things, they teach young kids 
how to be good Americans, they use 
them and they take awfully good care 
of them. I wondered, what can they do 
in Florida with that old flat land down 
there? I cannot believe it. 

Then I went down with the gentle-
woman. What did I find down there? I 
found that exactly the same thing was 
going on. They take Boy Scouts out 
there. I got in this power boat with 
some guys and we went out and looked 
at that thing. They have Boy Scouts, 
people go out, they enjoy it. It turns 
out to be one of the things that they 
are very proud of. 

Now, my colleagues worry about 
that. I think a few hurricanes may 
take care of it but right now it is one 
of the beautiful things they have got in 
that area. This is part of their herit-
age. This is part of something they 
love and believe in. I did not talk to a 
soul and when we held the hearings ev-
erybody that came up there said we 
love this area, we like Stiltsville. 

What this amendment would do, Mr. 
Chairman, is in effect say, the heck 
with Stiltsville, it is gone. And one of 
the best parts that America can have 
in Florida will go with it. Why do you 
want to go away with that heritage? 
Why do we want to take away the 
things that people have built? Why, 
this would be like taking Temple 
Square out of Salt Lake City. 

Mr. SHAW. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. HANSEN. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Florida. 

Mr. SHAW. I would like to congratu-
late the gentleman on his statement 
and also express the appreciation of 
those who have lived in south Florida, 
I for my entire life, in going down and 
seeing that unique little village that 
we have, and it is not even a village 
anymore. It is not doing any harm. It 
is part of our heritage. Let us leave it 
alone. Some day a hurricane will take 
it out, but until then let us leave it 
alone and let us let it continue as it is. 

Mr. DEUTSCH. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
1 minute to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. GEORGE MILLER). 

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California. 
Mr. Chairman, I think my colleagues 
on the other side of the aisle have 
made the case for this amendment. 
This is a great area, everybody loves it, 
everybody uses it, everybody likes it 
the way it is, except that it is not open 
to the public. That is the agreement 
that we made with the people that had 
these leases. They got a 25-year lease, 
the lease is now at the end, and now we 
have had some political intervention so 
they do not have to vacate the lease-
hold so that in fact all of the public 
can use it. 

I will grant that one of the people 
leasing these properties let a Congress-
man’s son come go fishing there, but 
what about other people that want to 
go fishing there? It is nice that they let 
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some Boy Scouts in. The whole purpose 
of this is open up these leaseholds for 
public uses and public purposes so that 
whether it is the Boy Scouts or other 
organizations can come and use these 
facilities. There is a planning process 
that is going on so that this in fact can 
be a public facility of which it is. Be-
cause the original leaseholders made a 
decision, they have sold their interest, 
they entered into those leases, those 
leases have expired, and now it is just 
a question of whether you are going to 
use the power and the might of the 
United States Congress or the Sec-
retary of Interior’s office so she can 
close out the public so that seven enti-
ties get to continue to control what ev-
erybody says here is a wonderful asset 
that the public would love to use. 

We ought to support the Deutsch- 
Hinchey amendment on this and open 
it up in fact to the public like all na-
tional parks. 

Mr. DEUTSCH. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself the balance of my time. 

I support Stiltsville. I think 
Stiltsville is a wonderful part of our 
community of south Florida. I live in 
south Florida. My family was raised 
there. I want to stay there for the rest 
of my life and hopefully for generations 
after. But again this is literally private 
use of public lands. These are lease-
holds that ran out 3 years ago. Six of 
the seven people bought those leases at 
fair market value from the original 
leaseholders. They ran out 3 years, 
they have not paid anything, on us the 
owners. They have not paid anything 
to us as the owners, the people of the 
United States of America, for the last 
3 years. They have been freeloading. If 
it can happen in Biscayne National 
Park, it can happen anywhere. Let us 
stop this policy of the Secretary of the 
Interior. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. DEUTSCH). 

The question was taken; and the 
Chairman announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. DEUTSCH. Mr. Chairman, I de-
mand a recorded vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to clause 
6 of rule XVIII, further proceedings on 
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. DEUTSCH) 
will be postponed. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. STEARNS 
Mr. STEARNS. Mr. Chairman, I offer 

an amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. STEARNS: 
At the end of the bill, preceding the short 

title, insert the following: 
SEC. . The amounts otherwise provided by 

this Act— 
(1) for ‘‘CHALLENGE AMERICAN ARTS 

FUND—CHALLENGE AMERICA GRANTS’’ 
are hereby reduced by, and 

(2) for ‘‘DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY—EN-
ERGY CONSERVATION’’ are hereby supple-
mented by an additional appropriation for 
energy conservation grant programs as de-

fined in section 3008(3) of Public Law 99–509 
(15 U.S.C. 4507) in the amount of, 
$10,000,000 each. 

Mr. STEARNS (during the reading). 
Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the amendment be considered 
as read and printed in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Florida? 

There was no objection. 
The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to the 

previous order of the Committee of 
today, the gentleman from Florida (Mr. 
STEARNS) and the gentleman from 
Washington (Mr. DICKS) each will con-
trol 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Florida (Mr. STEARNS). 

Mr. STEARNS. I ask my colleague, is 
there any way we can get more time 
than that? 

Mr. DICKS. No. This is the end of 
this bill. The gentleman is having the 
second shot at this. 

Mr. STEARNS. By unanimous con-
sent, Mr. Chairman, I request 10 min-
utes apiece. 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I object. 
The CHAIRMAN. Objection is heard. 
Mr. STEARNS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Chairman, I rise today to offer an 

amendment which would basically do 
something very simple. As many of my 
colleagues know, this morning we 
passed an increase for the National En-
dowment for the Arts by another, I be-
lieve it was $10 million. All my amend-
ment does is quite simple, is reduce 
that $10 million back to level funding. 

b 1700 

So it is not a cut. So a lot of people 
who come on the floor who will be vot-
ing for my amendment should realize 
this is not about cutting the National 
Endowment for the Arts. This is basi-
cally keeping level funding for this 
program and, in fact, taking the $10 
million which was added on to this pro-
gram and using it for the Department 
of Energy; more specifically, for energy 
conservation for grant programs to 
help across this Nation for people who 
need increased amount of energy and in 
a larger sense to help low-income peo-
ple in weatherization of their homes. 

So I ask my colleagues to consider 
the priority of the two, increasing $10 
million for the National Endowment 
for the Arts or increasing the Depart-
ment of Energy’s energy conservation 
program. 

Now, this debate used to be about re-
ducing or, as that side would say, cut-
ting the NEA; but this is not a debate 
about that. So I want to take that off 
the table, and I hope that side will re-
alize that the debate and focus has 
changed. 

Mr. Ivey, who is head of the depart-
ment of National Endowment for the 
Arts, has made a great effort to change 
the image of the National Endowment 

for the Arts, and I applaud him for his 
efforts. I think at this point he has 
been successful so that our debate 
today is more about should we increase 
that program at the expense of energy 
conservation. 

Now let me just take my colleagues 
on a little, small journey on what we 
could do with this money. Items funded 
under this program include research 
and development projects that develop 
new and improved existing tech-
nologies; Federal energy management; 
low-income weatherization assistance; 
and State energy program grants. 

Through these projects and research, 
we can continue to sustain future eco-
nomic growth while at the same time, 
Mr. Chairman, increasing America’s 
awareness of new energy efficiency. 

In my home State of Florida we ex-
pect to need about 10,000 to 15,000 
megawatts of new generation to keep 
pace with demand. Florida is one of the 
foremost populous States, increasing 
by over 20 percent last year since 1990 
in population. In addition, we are the 
sixth highest in energy consumption. 

The need for energy conservation is 
clear. We need to focus funds where the 
need is. We are not in a position where 
we can say we are not in a crisis, be-
cause we are. We could have rolling 
blackouts across this country. Arts is 
important, I know it is, but energy is 
also important. So surely, Mr. Chair-
man, the money provided for energy 
conservation under this amendment 
will serve the taxpayers, I believe, in a 
much more satisfactory manner. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 1 
minute to the distinguished gentle-
woman from New York (Ms. SLAUGH-
TER), in opposition to the amendment. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Chairman, I 
thank the gentleman from Washington 
(Mr. DICKS) for yielding me this time. 

Mr. Chairman, this amendment is 
being offered for one purpose and one 
purpose only: to squash a fair and hard- 
fought victory that we had 4 hours ago 
to increase funds for the National En-
dowment for the Arts and other cul-
tural agencies. 

Similar to our debate last year, some 
Members have resorted to last minute 
shenanigans to reverse support for arts 
funding and to wrongfully deny the 
NEA, a most worthy agency, from re-
ceiving the funds it justly deserves. 

At the last minute, without warning, 
the gentleman from Florida (Mr. 
STEARNS) has designed an amendment 
to eliminate the entire amount that we 
had granted the NEA, a modest boost 
of $10 million. The amendment is an 
obvious attempt to sabotage this, the 
first clean, overwhelming positive vote 
that we have had on NEA in years. 

Witnessing our amendment win fair 
and square, some Members have gotten 
nervous and put forth yet another 
cheap tactic to deny this agency the 
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small pot of money that it deserves. 
With today’s vote of 221 to 193 in favor 
of increasing funds for the cultural 
agencies, the House has taken its stand 
in support of them. 

It is ludicrous and unconscionable to 
consider this amendment on the heels 
of this victory and a great disservice to 
those Members and the constituents 
they represent to go back on their 
word. I urge a no vote. 

Mr. STEARNS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
1 minute to the distinguished gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. KINGSTON). 

Mr. KINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, I 
thank the gentleman from Florida (Mr. 
STEARNS) for yielding me this time. 

Mr. Chairman, I stand in strong sup-
port of this. This amendment simply 
puts the NEA back to the funding level 
that it should be at, and the funding 
level that was passed on a bipartisan 
level by the committee. More impor-
tantly than that, it invests the money 
in energy conservation. 

Here are some of the things that the 
NEA does: promotes poetry, promotes 
puppetry, promotes jazz. All these 
things are very important. These are 
things they do in my area; and frankly, 
my folks can do this without the NEA’s 
help. Given the choice between a pup-
pet show and gas selling at $1.50 a gal-
lon versus $1.20 a gallon, we would 
rather have gas at $1.20 a gallon, and 
then we would write our own checks to 
promote art locally. 

I believe we need heat for hospitals, 
light for learning and gas for going 
places; and that is what the Stearns 
amendment does. It puts money into 
energy conservation so there will be 
more energy, more source of energy for 
all of us; and I believe that this is a far 
more needed expenditure than spending 
additional money on the NEA at this 
time. 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 11⁄2 
minutes to the gentleman from Wis-
consin (Mr. OBEY), the distinguished 
ranking member of the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Chairman, this 
amendment has as much to do with en-
ergy as it has to do with my dead dog. 
All it is is an effort to try to get a sec-
ond kick at the cat and thereby elimi-
nate a fairly won decision to increase 
funding for the arts. 

For those of you who are interested 
in seeing this bill completed today, I 
simply want to remind you, if this dou-
ble-backed maneuver were to succeed, 
and I do not believe it will, but if it 
were to succeed, and if this amendment 
would be adopted, that would require 
yet another revolt in the full House, 
again further delaying the adjourn-
ment of this House tonight. 

I do not think you want to do that. I 
also do not think that you want to 
have to explain another vote reversal. 
So I think for the good of all con-
cerned, I would advise you to stick 
with your final vote. It is consistent; it 

is fair; and it is a whole lot easier to 
explain to the folks back home. 

Mr. STEARNS. Mr. Chairman, I re-
serve the balance of my time. 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 11⁄2 
minutes to the distinguished gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. HINCHEY), 
a member of the subcommittee. 

Mr. HINCHEY. Mr. Chairman, what 
we have learned this afternoon is that 
some Members in the majority party 
here hate the National Endowment for 
the Arts more than they hate energy 
conservation. If they really liked en-
ergy conservation, they had an oppor-
tunity to pass some responsible amend-
ments to this bill, both in the Com-
mittee on Appropriations where it was 
defeated by a party line vote and out 
here on the full floor where they denied 
us the opportunity to have a vote on a 
bill that would have brought about $200 
million in energy conservation. 

We are talking real energy conserva-
tion, not this little bit that the gen-
tleman is talking about here. The gen-
tleman does not want any energy con-
servation. He just cannot stand the Na-
tional Endowment for the Arts more 
than he cannot stand energy conserva-
tion. He says it is not a cut. His bill 
gives us $57 million less for the Na-
tional Endowment for the Arts than we 
had for it in 1995, and now we have a $10 
million increase making us still $47 
million lower than we had in 1995; and 
the gentleman wants to take that $10 
million away. He ought to be ashamed 
of himself. 

Mr. STEARNS. Mr. Chairman, I re-
serve the balance of my time. 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 30 
seconds to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. HORN), a cosponsor of our 
amendment. 

Mr. HORN. Mr. Chairman, I thank 
the gentleman from Washington (Mr. 
DICKS) for yielding me this time. 

Mr. Chairman, I must say I am dis-
appointed with this further attack on 
the NEA and the NEH and the Institute 
of Museums and Libraries. I cannot be-
lieve that. When little kids in rural 
America and urban America need to 
get this type of culture and music and 
this great history of this Nation, I can-
not believe it when individuals start 
and say let us get rid of people that 
study history or everything else. It is 
just plain wrong. 

Mr. STEARNS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
25 seconds to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. PITTS). 

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Chairman, when 
George Bush became President, he 
promised the American people fiscal 
discipline; that he would limit the size 
of government; that they would get 
some of their money back in tax cuts 
and we would pay down the public debt. 
So far Congress has kept faith with the 
President, and we want to limit the 
size of government. Why are we getting 
such a huge increase to NEA? This con-
troversial agency has not had a funding 

increase that big in almost 20 years. 
This is $10 million more than the Presi-
dent asked for. I urge my colleagues to 
do the right thing for fiscal restraint 
and support this amendment. 

Mr. STEARNS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, I conclude by just say-
ing this is not about cutting the NEA. 
This is continuing the level of funding 
and moving the money that we in-
creased to energy conservation, a pri-
ority between energy conservation and 
increasing the NEA. 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself 1 minute to close. 

Mr. Chairman, I would hope that my 
colleagues would not do what we did 
last year when we reversed this vote. I 
would ask everyone to use good com-
mon sense. This amendment was of-
fered. We had a good hour debate. Ev-
erybody had a chance to present their 
point of view and clearly the people of 
this House, by a good majority, 221 to 
193, voted to give modest increases to 
the National Endowment for the Arts, 
for the Humanities and Museum Serv-
ices. Now the gentleman from Florida 
(Mr. STEARNS) comes in and tries to re-
verse that decision. We increased the 
budget for energy programs by over 
$300 million. So the budget is not lack-
ing in funding for energy conservation, 
where the gentleman tries to add the 
money. So this is done strictly for a 
political purpose. I would say let us 
stay with this. This is a good decision. 
It is a modest increase. This House has 
sent a strong message to the NEA and 
they have responded. They are now 
making grants that are quality grants, 
and so I think this is a vote that we do 
not want to have to repeat in the 
House. Let us just vote no and sustain 
the position in the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. All time for debate 
has expired. The question is on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Florida (Mr. STEARNS). 

The question was taken; and the 
Chairman announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. STEARNS. Mr. Chairman, I de-
mand a recorded vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to clause 
6 of rule XVIII, further proceedings on 
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. STEARNS) 
will be postponed. 

Are there further amendments to the 
bill? 

The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Department 

of the Interior and Related Agencies Appro-
priations Act, 2002’’. 

SEQUENTIAL VOTES POSTPONED IN COMMITTEE 
OF THE WHOLE 

The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to clause 
6 of rule XVIII, proceedings will now 
resume on those amendments on which 
further proceedings were postponed in 
the following order: an amendment by 
the gentleman from Florida (Mr. 
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DAVIS); an amendment by the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr. INSLEE); 
an amendment by the gentleman from 
Florida (Mr. DEUTSCH); and an amend-
ment by the gentleman from Florida 
(Mr. STEARNS). 

The Chair will reduce to 5 minutes 
the time for any electronic vote after 
the first vote in this series. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. DAVIS OF 
FLORIDA 

The CHAIRMAN. The pending busi-
ness is the demand for a recorded vote 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. DAVIS) on 
which further proceedings were post-
poned and on which the noes prevailed 
by a voice vote. 

The Clerk will designate the amend-
ment. 

The Clerk designated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The CHAIRMAN. A recorded vote has 
been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 247, noes 164, 
not voting 21, as follows: 

[Roll No. 181] 

AYES—247 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Allen 
Andrews 
Baca 
Baird 
Baldacci 
Baldwin 
Barcia 
Barrett 
Bartlett 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berry 
Bilirakis 
Bishop 
Blagojevich 
Blumenauer 
Boehlert 
Bonior 
Borski 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Brown (FL) 
Brown (OH) 
Camp 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardin 
Carson (IN) 
Castle 
Chabot 
Clay 
Clayton 
Clement 
Clyburn 
Condit 
Conyers 
Costello 
Coyne 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (FL) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis, Tom 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Deutsch 
Diaz-Balart 

Dicks 
Doyle 
Dunn 
Ehlers 
Ehrlich 
Engel 
English 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Evans 
Farr 
Fattah 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Foley 
Ford 
Fossella 
Frank 
Frelinghuysen 
Frost 
Gallegly 
Ganske 
Gephardt 
Gilchrest 
Gilman 
Gordon 
Goss 
Graham 
Green (WI) 
Greenwood 
Gutierrez 
Hall (OH) 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Hill 
Hilliard 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hoeffel 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Horn 
Hoyer 
Hutchinson 
Inslee 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Johnson (CT) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (NC) 

Jones (OH) 
Kanjorski 
Keller 
Kelly 
Kennedy (RI) 
Kerns 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind (WI) 
Kleczka 
Kucinich 
LaFalce 
LaHood 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Leach 
Lee 
Levin 
LoBiondo 
Lofgren 
Lowey 
Lucas (KY) 
Luther 
Maloney (CT) 
Maloney (NY) 
Manzullo 
Markey 
Mascara 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (MO) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKinney 
McNulty 
Meek (FL) 
Menendez 
Millender- 

McDonald 
Miller (FL) 
Miller, George 
Mink 
Moore 
Moran (VA) 
Morella 
Murtha 
Myrick 
Nadler 
Napolitano 

Ney 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ose 
Owens 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Paul 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Peterson (MN) 
Petri 
Phelps 
Platts 
Pomeroy 
Portman 
Price (NC) 
Putnam 
Quinn 
Rahall 
Ramstad 
Rangel 
Rivers 
Roemer 
Rogers (MI) 
Ros-Lehtinen 

Ross 
Rothman 
Roukema 
Roybal-Allard 
Ryan (WI) 
Sabo 
Sanchez 
Sanders 
Sawyer 
Saxton 
Scarborough 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Scott 
Shaw 
Shays 
Sherman 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stearns 
Strickland 
Stupak 

Sununu 
Sweeney 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thurman 
Tierney 
Towns 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Upton 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walsh 
Waters 
Watson (CA) 
Watt (NC) 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Weldon (FL) 
Weldon (PA) 
Weller 
Wexler 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 
Young (FL) 

NOES—164 

Akin 
Armey 
Baker 
Ballenger 
Barr 
Barton 
Bass 
Bentsen 
Bereuter 
Biggert 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonilla 
Bono 
Boswell 
Brady (TX) 
Brown (SC) 
Bryant 
Burr 
Burton 
Buyer 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Carson (OK) 
Chambliss 
Coble 
Collins 
Combest 
Cooksey 
Crane 
Culberson 
Cunningham 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Deal 
DeLay 
DeMint 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Dooley 
Doolittle 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Edwards 
Emerson 
Flake 
Fletcher 
Gekas 
Gibbons 
Gillmor 
Gonzalez 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Graves 
Green (TX) 

Grucci 
Gutknecht 
Hall (TX) 
Hansen 
Hart 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Hayworth 
Hefley 
Herger 
Hilleary 
Hobson 
Hostettler 
Hulshof 
Hunter 
Hyde 
Isakson 
Issa 
Istook 
Jefferson 
Jenkins 
John 
Johnson, Sam 
Kennedy (MN) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Knollenberg 
Kolbe 
Lampson 
Largent 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Lipinski 
Lucas (OK) 
McCrery 
McKeon 
Mica 
Miller, Gary 
Mollohan 
Moran (KS) 
Nethercutt 
Northup 
Norwood 
Nussle 
Ortiz 
Osborne 
Otter 
Oxley 
Pence 
Peterson (PA) 
Pickering 
Pitts 

Pombo 
Pryce (OH) 
Radanovich 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reyes 
Reynolds 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Royce 
Ryun (KS) 
Sandlin 
Schaffer 
Schrock 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Sherwood 
Shimkus 
Shows 
Shuster 
Simmons 
Simpson 
Skeen 
Smith (MI) 
Smith (TX) 
Souder 
Spence 
Stenholm 
Stump 
Tancredo 
Tauzin 
Taylor (MS) 
Taylor (NC) 
Terry 
Thomas 
Thornberry 
Thune 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Toomey 
Traficant 
Turner 
Vitter 
Walden 
Wamp 
Watkins (OK) 
Watts (OK) 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson 
Wolf 
Young (AK) 

NOT VOTING—21 

Aderholt 
Bachus 
Berman 
Callahan 
Calvert 
Cox 
Cramer 

Cubin 
Everett 
Houghton 
Israel 
Kaptur 
Lewis (GA) 
Linder 

McInnis 
Meehan 
Meeks (NY) 
Neal 
Riley 
Rush 
Serrano 

b 1736 

Messrs. ENGLISH, SWEENEY, 
HUTCHINSON, NEY and STRICKLAND 
changed their votes from ‘‘no’’ to 
‘‘aye.’’ 

So the amendment was agreed to. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE CHAIRMAN 

The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to clause 
6 of rule XXVIII, the Chair announces 
that he will reduce to a minimum of 5 
minutes the period of time within 
which a vote by electronic device may 
be taken on each additional amend-
ment on which the Chair has postponed 
further proceedings. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. INSLEE 

The CHAIRMAN. The pending busi-
ness is the demand for a recorded vote 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr. INSLEE) 
on which further proceedings were 
postponed and on which the noes pre-
vailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will designate the amend-
ment. 

The Clerk designated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The CHAIRMAN. A recorded vote has 
been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 216 noes 194, 
not voting 22, as follows: 

[Roll No. 182] 

AYES—216 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Allen 
Andrews 
Baca 
Baird 
Baldacci 
Baldwin 
Barcia 
Barrett 
Bass 
Becerra 
Bentsen 
Bishop 
Blagojevich 
Blumenauer 
Boehlert 
Bonior 
Borski 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Brown (FL) 
Brown (OH) 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardin 
Carson (IN) 
Carson (OK) 
Castle 
Clay 
Clayton 
Clement 
Clyburn 
Condit 
Conyers 
Costello 
Coyne 
Crowley 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (FL) 
Davis (IL) 
DeFazio 

DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Deutsch 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Dooley 
Doyle 
Edwards 
Ehlers 
Engel 
English 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Evans 
Farr 
Fattah 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Ford 
Frank 
Frelinghuysen 
Frost 
Ganske 
Gephardt 
Gilman 
Gonzalez 
Gordon 
Green (TX) 
Greenwood 
Gutierrez 
Hall (OH) 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Hill 
Hilliard 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hoeffel 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Horn 
Hoyer 

Inslee 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (OH) 
Kanjorski 
Kelly 
Kennedy (RI) 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind (WI) 
Kirk 
Kleczka 
Kucinich 
LaFalce 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Leach 
Lee 
Levin 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Lofgren 
Lowey 
Luther 
Maloney (CT) 
Maloney (NY) 
Markey 
Mascara 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (MO) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McKinney 
McNulty 
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Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Menendez 
Millender- 

McDonald 
Miller, George 
Mink 
Moore 
Moran (VA) 
Morella 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Owens 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Peterson (MN) 
Pomeroy 
Price (NC) 
Quinn 
Rahall 
Ramstad 

Rangel 
Reyes 
Rivers 
Rodriguez 
Roemer 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Sabo 
Sanchez 
Sanders 
Sawyer 
Saxton 
Scarborough 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Scott 
Shays 
Sherman 
Shows 
Simmons 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Spratt 
Stark 

Strickland 
Stupak 
Sununu 
Tauscher 
Taylor (MS) 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thurman 
Tierney 
Towns 
Turner 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Upton 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Waters 
Watson (CA) 
Watt (NC) 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Weldon (PA) 
Weller 
Wexler 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 

NOES—194 

Akin 
Armey 
Ballenger 
Barr 
Bartlett 
Barton 
Bereuter 
Berkley 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilirakis 
Blunt 
Bonilla 
Bono 
Brady (TX) 
Brown (SC) 
Bryant 
Burr 
Burton 
Buyer 
Camp 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Chabot 
Chambliss 
Coble 
Collins 
Combest 
Cooksey 
Crane 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Cunningham 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Davis, Tom 
Deal 
DeLay 
DeMint 
Diaz-Balart 
Doolittle 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Dunn 
Ehrlich 
Emerson 
Flake 
Fletcher 
Foley 
Fossella 
Gallegly 
Gekas 
Gibbons 
Gilchrest 
Gillmor 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Goss 
Graham 
Granger 
Graves 
Green (WI) 
Grucci 
Gutknecht 
Hall (TX) 

Hansen 
Hart 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Hayworth 
Hefley 
Herger 
Hilleary 
Hobson 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Hostettler 
Hulshof 
Hunter 
Hutchinson 
Hyde 
Isakson 
Issa 
Istook 
Jenkins 
John 
Johnson (CT) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones (NC) 
Keller 
Kennedy (MN) 
Kerns 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Knollenberg 
Kolbe 
LaHood 
Largent 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lucas (KY) 
Lucas (OK) 
Manzullo 
McCrery 
McHugh 
McKeon 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller, Gary 
Mollohan 
Moran (KS) 
Murtha 
Myrick 
Nethercutt 
Ney 
Northup 
Norwood 
Nussle 
Osborne 
Ose 
Otter 
Oxley 
Paul 
Pence 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Phelps 

Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Pombo 
Portman 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reynolds 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Ryun (KS) 
Sandlin 
Schaffer 
Schrock 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shaw 
Sherwood 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Skeen 
Smith (MI) 
Smith (TX) 
Souder 
Spence 
Stearns 
Stenholm 
Stump 
Sweeney 
Tancredo 
Tanner 
Tauzin 
Taylor (NC) 
Terry 
Thomas 
Thornberry 
Thune 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Toomey 
Traficant 
Vitter 
Walden 
Walsh 
Wamp 
Watkins (OK) 
Watts (OK) 
Weldon (FL) 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson 
Wolf 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—22 

Aderholt 
Bachus 
Baker 
Berman 
Boehner 
Callahan 
Calvert 
Cox 

Cramer 
Cubin 
Everett 
Houghton 
Israel 
Kaptur 
Lewis (GA) 
McInnis 

Meehan 
Neal 
Riley 
Roukema 
Rush 
Serrano 

b 1744 

Ms. BROWN of Florida. Mr. 
ENGLISH and Mr. SHOWS changed 
their vote from ‘‘no’’ to ‘‘aye.’’ 

So the amendment was agreed to. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. DEUTSCH 

The CHAIRMAN. The pending busi-
ness is the demand for a recorded vote 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. DEUTSCH) on 
which further proceedings were post-
poned and on which the noes prevailed 
by voice vote. 

The Clerk will designate the amend-
ment. 

The Clerk designated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The CHAIRMAN. A recorded vote has 
been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 187, noes 222, 
not voting 23, as follows: 

[Roll No. 183] 

AYES—187 

Ackerman 
Allen 
Andrews 
Baca 
Baird 
Baldacci 
Baldwin 
Barcia 
Barrett 
Becerra 
Bentsen 
Berkley 
Blagojevich 
Blumenauer 
Bonior 
Borski 
Boucher 
Brady (PA) 
Brown (FL) 
Brown (OH) 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardin 
Carson (IN) 
Carson (OK) 
Clay 
Clayton 
Clement 
Conyers 
Costello 
Coyne 
Crowley 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (FL) 
Davis (IL) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Deutsch 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Dooley 
Doyle 
Edwards 
Engel 

Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Evans 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Ford 
Frank 
Frost 
Gephardt 
Gonzalez 
Gordon 
Green (TX) 
Gutierrez 
Hall (OH) 
Hall (TX) 
Harman 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hoeffel 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Horn 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (OH) 
Kanjorski 
Kennedy (RI) 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind (WI) 
Kleczka 
Kucinich 
LaFalce 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee 

Levin 
Lipinski 
Lofgren 
Lowey 
Lucas (KY) 
Luther 
Maloney (CT) 
Markey 
Mascara 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (MO) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McKinney 
McNulty 
Meeks (NY) 
Menendez 
Millender- 

McDonald 
Miller, George 
Mink 
Mollohan 
Moore 
Moran (VA) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Owens 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Peterson (MN) 
Phelps 
Pomeroy 
Price (NC) 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Reyes 
Rivers 

Rodriguez 
Roemer 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Sabo 
Sanchez 
Sanders 
Sawyer 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Scott 
Shays 
Sherman 
Shows 
Skelton 

Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stenholm 
Strickland 
Stupak 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor (MS) 
Thompson (CA) 
Tierney 
Towns 

Turner 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Waters 
Watson (CA) 
Watt (NC) 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Wexler 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 
Young (FL) 

NOES—222 

Abercrombie 
Akin 
Armey 
Ballenger 
Barr 
Bartlett 
Barton 
Bass 
Bereuter 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilirakis 
Bishop 
Blunt 
Boehlert 
Boehner 
Bonilla 
Bono 
Boswell 
Boyd 
Brady (TX) 
Brown (SC) 
Bryant 
Burr 
Burton 
Buyer 
Camp 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Castle 
Chabot 
Chambliss 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Collins 
Combest 
Condit 
Cooksey 
Crane 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Cunningham 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Davis, Tom 
Deal 
DeLay 
DeMint 
Diaz-Balart 
Doolittle 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Dunn 
Ehlers 
Ehrlich 
Emerson 
English 
Ferguson 
Flake 
Fletcher 
Foley 
Fossella 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Ganske 
Gekas 
Gibbons 
Gilchrest 
Gillmor 
Gilman 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Goss 
Granger 

Graves 
Green (WI) 
Greenwood 
Grucci 
Gutknecht 
Hansen 
Hart 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Hayworth 
Hefley 
Herger 
Hilleary 
Hilliard 
Hobson 
Hoekstra 
Hostettler 
Hulshof 
Hunter 
Hutchinson 
Hyde 
Isakson 
Issa 
Istook 
Jenkins 
John 
Johnson (CT) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones (NC) 
Keller 
Kelly 
Kennedy (MN) 
Kerns 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Knollenberg 
Kolbe 
LaHood 
Largent 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Leach 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
LoBiondo 
Lucas (OK) 
Maloney (NY) 
Manzullo 
McCrery 
McHugh 
McKeon 
Meek (FL) 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller, Gary 
Moran (KS) 
Morella 
Murtha 
Myrick 
Nethercutt 
Ney 
Northup 
Norwood 
Nussle 
Osborne 
Ose 
Otter 
Oxley 
Paul 
Pence 

Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Platts 
Pombo 
Portman 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Quinn 
Radanovich 
Ramstad 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reynolds 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Ryun (KS) 
Sandlin 
Saxton 
Scarborough 
Schaffer 
Schrock 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shaw 
Sherwood 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simmons 
Simpson 
Skeen 
Smith (MI) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Souder 
Spence 
Stearns 
Stump 
Sununu 
Sweeney 
Tancredo 
Tauzin 
Taylor (NC) 
Terry 
Thomas 
Thompson (MS) 
Thornberry 
Thune 
Thurman 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Toomey 
Traficant 
Upton 
Vitter 
Walden 
Walsh 
Wamp 
Watkins (OK) 
Watts (OK) 
Weldon (FL) 
Weldon (PA) 
Weller 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson 
Wolf 
Young (AK) 

NOT VOTING—23 

Aderholt 
Bachus 

Baker 
Berman 

Callahan 
Calvert 
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Cox 
Cramer 
Cubin 
Everett 
Graham 
Houghton 

Israel 
Kaptur 
Lewis (GA) 
McInnis 
Meehan 
Neal 

Pitts 
Riley 
Roukema 
Rush 
Serrano 

b 1751 

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois changed his 
vote from ‘‘no’’ to ‘‘aye.’’ 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. STEARNS 

The CHAIRMAN. The pending busi-
ness is the demand for a recorded vote 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. STEARNS) on 
which further proceedings were post-
poned and on which the noes prevailed 
by voice vote. 

The Clerk will designate the amend-
ment. 

The Clerk designated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The CHAIRMAN. A recorded vote has 
been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The CHAIRMAN. This will be a 5- 

minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 145, noes 264, 
not voting 23, as follows: 

[Roll No. 184] 

AYES—145 

Akin 
Armey 
Barr 
Bartlett 
Barton 
Bilirakis 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonilla 
Brady (TX) 
Brown (SC) 
Bryant 
Burton 
Buyer 
Camp 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Chabot 
Chambliss 
Coble 
Collins 
Combest 
Cooksey 
Crane 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Cunningham 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Deal 
DeLay 
DeMint 
Doolittle 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Dunn 
Emerson 
Flake 
Fletcher 
Ganske 
Gibbons 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Graham 
Graves 
Green (WI) 
Gutknecht 
Hall (TX) 
Hansen 
Hastings (WA) 

Hayes 
Hayworth 
Hefley 
Herger 
Hilleary 
Hoekstra 
Hostettler 
Hulshof 
Hunter 
Hutchinson 
Hyde 
Issa 
Istook 
Jenkins 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones (NC) 
Keller 
Kennedy (MN) 
Kerns 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Knollenberg 
Largent 
Latham 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lucas (KY) 
Lucas (OK) 
Manzullo 
McCrery 
McIntyre 
Miller (FL) 
Miller, Gary 
Moran (KS) 
Myrick 
Nethercutt 
Ney 
Northup 
Norwood 
Nussle 
Otter 
Oxley 
Paul 
Pence 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Pombo 
Putnam 

Radanovich 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Ryun (KS) 
Scarborough 
Schaffer 
Schrock 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shimkus 
Shows 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Skeen 
Skelton 
Smith (MI) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Souder 
Spence 
Stearns 
Stump 
Tancredo 
Tanner 
Tauzin 
Taylor (MS) 
Taylor (NC) 
Thomas 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Toomey 
Upton 
Vitter 
Walsh 
Wamp 
Watkins (OK) 
Watts (OK) 
Weldon (FL) 
Weller 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOES—264 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Allen 
Andrews 
Baca 
Baird 
Baldacci 
Baldwin 
Ballenger 
Barcia 
Barrett 
Bass 
Becerra 
Bentsen 
Bereuter 
Berkley 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bishop 
Blagojevich 
Blumenauer 
Boehlert 
Bonior 
Bono 
Borski 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Brown (FL) 
Brown (OH) 
Burr 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardin 
Carson (IN) 
Carson (OK) 
Castle 
Clay 
Clayton 
Clement 
Clyburn 
Condit 
Conyers 
Costello 
Coyne 
Crowley 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (FL) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis, Tom 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Deutsch 
Diaz-Balart 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Dooley 
Doyle 
Edwards 
Ehlers 
Ehrlich 
Engel 
English 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Evans 
Farr 
Fattah 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Foley 
Ford 
Fossella 
Frank 
Frelinghuysen 
Frost 
Gallegly 
Gekas 
Gephardt 
Gilchrest 
Gillmor 
Gilman 
Gonzalez 

Gordon 
Goss 
Granger 
Green (TX) 
Greenwood 
Grucci 
Gutierrez 
Hall (OH) 
Harman 
Hart 
Hastings (FL) 
Hill 
Hilliard 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hobson 
Hoeffel 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Horn 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Isakson 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
John 
Johnson (CT) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (OH) 
Kanjorski 
Kelly 
Kennedy (RI) 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind (WI) 
Kirk 
Kleczka 
Kolbe 
Kucinich 
LaFalce 
LaHood 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
LaTourette 
Leach 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Lofgren 
Lowey 
Luther 
Maloney (CT) 
Maloney (NY) 
Markey 
Mascara 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (MO) 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McKeon 
McKinney 
McNulty 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Menendez 
Mica 
Millender- 

McDonald 
Miller, George 
Mink 
Mollohan 
Moore 
Moran (VA) 
Morella 
Murtha 
Nadler 

Napolitano 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Osborne 
Ose 
Owens 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Peterson (MN) 
Phelps 
Platts 
Pomeroy 
Portman 
Price (NC) 
Pryce (OH) 
Quinn 
Rahall 
Ramstad 
Rangel 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reyes 
Reynolds 
Rivers 
Rodriguez 
Roemer 
Rogers (MI) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Sabo 
Sanchez 
Sanders 
Sandlin 
Sawyer 
Saxton 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Scott 
Shaw 
Shays 
Sherman 
Sherwood 
Simmons 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stenholm 
Strickland 
Stupak 
Sununu 
Sweeney 
Tauscher 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thune 
Thurman 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Towns 
Traficant 
Turner 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walden 
Waters 
Watson (CA) 
Watt (NC) 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Weldon (PA) 
Wexler 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 

NOT VOTING—23 

Aderholt 
Bachus 
Baker 

Berman 
Callahan 
Calvert 

Cox 
Cramer 
Cubin 

Everett 
Houghton 
Israel 
Kaptur 
Lewis (GA) 

McCarthy (NY) 
McInnis 
Meehan 
Neal 
Peterson (PA) 

Riley 
Roukema 
Rush 
Serrano 

b 1759 

Messrs. TAUZIN, BONILLA, and 
MORAN of Kansas changed their vote 
from ‘‘no’’ to ‘‘aye.’’ 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
The CHAIRMAN. Under the rule, the 

Committee rises. 
Accordingly, the Committee rose; 

and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. 
SIMPSON) having assumed the chair, 
Mr. LATOURETTE, Chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole House on the 
State of the Union, reported that that 
Committee, having had under consider-
ation the bill (H.R. 2217) making appro-
priations for the Department of the In-
terior and related agencies for the fis-
cal year ending September 30, 2002, and 
for other purposes, pursuant to House 
Resolution 174, he reported the bill 
back to the House with sundry amend-
ments adopted by the Committee of the 
Whole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the rule, the previous question is or-
dered. 

Is a separate vote demanded on any 
amendment? If not, the Chair will put 
them en gros. 

The amendments were agreed to. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, and was read the 
third time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the passage of the bill. 

Pursuant to clause 10 of rule XX, the 
yeas and nays are ordered. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 376, nays 32, 
not voting 24, as follows: 

[Roll No. 185] 

YEAS—376 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Akin 
Allen 
Andrews 
Armey 
Baca 
Baird 
Baldacci 
Baldwin 
Ballenger 
Barcia 
Barrett 
Bartlett 
Barton 
Bass 
Becerra 
Bentsen 
Bereuter 
Berkley 
Biggert 
Bilirakis 
Bishop 
Blagojevich 
Blumenauer 
Blunt 
Boehlert 
Boehner 

Bonilla 
Bonior 
Bono 
Borski 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Brown (FL) 
Brown (OH) 
Brown (SC) 
Bryant 
Burr 
Burton 
Buyer 
Camp 
Cantor 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardin 
Carson (IN) 
Carson (OK) 
Castle 
Chabot 
Chambliss 
Clay 

Clayton 
Clement 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Collins 
Combest 
Condit 
Conyers 
Cooksey 
Costello 
Coyne 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cummings 
Cunningham 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (FL) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Davis, Tom 
Deal 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
DeLay 
DeMint 
Deutsch 
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Diaz-Balart 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Dooley 
Doolittle 
Doyle 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Dunn 
Edwards 
Ehlers 
Ehrlich 
Engel 
English 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Evans 
Farr 
Fattah 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Fletcher 
Foley 
Fossella 
Frank 
Frelinghuysen 
Frost 
Gallegly 
Ganske 
Gekas 
Gephardt 
Gilchrest 
Gillmor 
Gilman 
Gonzalez 
Gordon 
Goss 
Graham 
Granger 
Graves 
Green (TX) 
Greenwood 
Grucci 
Gutierrez 
Gutknecht 
Hall (OH) 
Hall (TX) 
Hansen 
Harman 
Hart 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Hayworth 
Herger 
Hill 
Hilleary 
Hilliard 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hobson 
Hoeffel 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Horn 
Hoyer 
Hulshof 
Hunter 
Hutchinson 
Hyde 
Inslee 
Isakson 
Issa 
Istook 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Jenkins 
John 
Johnson (CT) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (OH) 
Kanjorski 
Keller 
Kelly 
Kennedy (MN) 
Kennedy (RI) 
Kerns 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 

Kind (WI) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kleczka 
Knollenberg 
Kolbe 
Kucinich 
LaFalce 
LaHood 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Largent 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Leach 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Lofgren 
Lowey 
Lucas (KY) 
Lucas (OK) 
Luther 
Maloney (CT) 
Maloney (NY) 
Manzullo 
Markey 
Mascara 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (MO) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McCrery 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McKinney 
McNulty 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Menendez 
Mica 
Millender- 

McDonald 
Miller (FL) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Mink 
Mollohan 
Moore 
Moran (VA) 
Morella 
Murtha 
Myrick 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Nethercutt 
Ney 
Northup 
Norwood 
Nussle 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Osborne 
Ose 
Owens 
Oxley 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Pence 
Peterson (MN) 
Peterson (PA) 
Phelps 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Pombo 
Pomeroy 
Portman 
Price (NC) 

Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Quinn 
Radanovich 
Rahall 
Ramstad 
Rangel 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reyes 
Reynolds 
Rivers 
Rodriguez 
Roemer 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ryan (WI) 
Sabo 
Sanchez 
Sanders 
Sandlin 
Sawyer 
Saxton 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrock 
Scott 
Shaw 
Shays 
Sherman 
Sherwood 
Shimkus 
Shows 
Shuster 
Simmons 
Skeen 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Souder 
Spence 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stenholm 
Strickland 
Stump 
Stupak 
Sununu 
Sweeney 
Tancredo 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Tauzin 
Taylor (MS) 
Taylor (NC) 
Terry 
Thomas 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thune 
Thurman 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Towns 
Traficant 
Turner 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Upton 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Vitter 
Walden 
Walsh 
Wamp 
Waters 
Watkins (OK) 
Watt (NC) 
Watts (OK) 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Weldon (FL) 
Weldon (PA) 
Weller 
Wexler 
Wicker 
Wilson 

Wolf 
Woolsey 

Wu 
Wynn 

Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NAYS—32 

Barr 
Berry 
Cannon 
Crane 
Culberson 
Emerson 
Flake 
Gibbons 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Green (WI) 

Hefley 
Hostettler 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones (NC) 
Moran (KS) 
Otter 
Paul 
Petri 
Rohrabacher 
Royce 
Ryun (KS) 

Schaffer 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Simpson 
Smith (MI) 
Stearns 
Thornberry 
Toomey 
Whitfield 

NOT VOTING—24 

Aderholt 
Bachus 
Baker 
Berman 
Callahan 
Calvert 
Cox 
Cramer 

Cubin 
Everett 
Ford 
Houghton 
Israel 
Kaptur 
Lewis (GA) 
McInnis 

Meehan 
Neal 
Riley 
Roukema 
Rush 
Scarborough 
Serrano 
Watson (CA) 

b 1819 

So the bill was passed. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 

f 

PERMISSION FOR COMMITTEE ON 
APPROPRIATIONS TO HAVE 
UNTIL MIDNIGHT FRIDAY, JUNE 
22, 2001, TO FILE REPORT ON DE-
PARTMENT OF TRANSPOR-
TATION AND RELATED AGEN-
CIES APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 2002 

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the Committee on Appropriations have 
until midnight tomorrow, June 22, to 
file a privileged report making appro-
priations for the Department of Trans-
portation and Related Agencies for the 
fiscal year ending September 30, 2002, 
and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
SIMPSON). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Ken-
tucky? 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 1 of rule XXI, all points of 
order are reserved on the bill. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

Ms. KILPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, I 
was unavoidably detained on rollcall 
number 177, the amendment offered by 
the gentlewoman from New York (Ms. 
SLAUGHTER). Please let the RECORD 
show that had I been present I would 
have voted ‘‘aye.’’ 

f 

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER 
AS COSPONSOR OF H.R. 2172 

Mr. GILLMOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that my name be 
withdrawn as a cosponsor of H.R. 2172. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Ohio? 

There was no objection. 

LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM 

(Mr. BONIOR asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. BONIOR. Mr. Speaker, I wish to 
inquire of the distinguished majority 
leader the schedule for the remainder 
of the week and next week, and I yield 
to the majority leader. 

Mr. ARMEY. Mr. Speaker, I am 
pleased to announce that the House has 
completed its legislative business for 
the week. I should mention, however, 
that many Members of the House have 
moved their business to their field of 
dreams. 

Mr. BONIOR. Dreams is the impor-
tant word there, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. ARMEY. Dreams is the impor-
tant word. It is the annual charity 
baseball game between the Democrat 
and Republican Members of the House, 
with a beautiful trophy at stake and 
bragging rights for at least a year. I 
am sure our champions of the diamond 
will acquit themselves well on our be-
half. Nevertheless, we will have no fur-
ther business on this floor until the 
crowing begins next week. 

The first opportunity for that, for 
one side or the other, will be when the 
House next meets for legislative busi-
ness on Monday, June 25, at 12:30 p.m. 
for morning hour and at 2 p.m. for leg-
islative business. The House will con-
sider a number of measures under sus-
pension of the rules, a list of which will 
be distributed to Members’ offices to-
morrow. On Monday, no recorded votes 
are expected before 6 p.m. 

On Tuesday and the balance of the 
week, the House will consider the fol-
lowing measures: 

H.R. 2213, the 2001 Crop Year Eco-
nomic Assistance Act; 

The Transportation Appropriations 
Act for fiscal year 2002; 

The Agriculture Appropriations Act 
for fiscal year 2002; 

And the Energy and Water Appro-
priations Act for fiscal year 2002. 

I thank the gentleman for yielding. 
Mr. BONIOR. If I could just inquire of 

my colleague on a couple of points. 
Can the gentleman tell us or does the 

gentleman know which days the appro-
priation bills will be brought up on 
transportation, agriculture, and en-
ergy? Do we have a day for those yet, 
or what order they will be in? 

Mr. ARMEY. I thank the gentleman 
for asking. The transportation bill will 
be up on Tuesday. We would expect to 
do agriculture on Wednesday and 
Thursday and energy and water on 
Thursday and Friday, if necessary. 

Mr. BONIOR. I thank my colleague 
for that. We definitely think we will be 
in on Friday next week; is that where 
we are going with this at this point? 

Mr. ARMEY. Mr. Speaker, I appre-
ciate the gentleman’s inquiry; and yes, 
I think it is the last week before a 
major recess period and the schedule 
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